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Title  3 — The  President 

[Presidential  Determination  No.  74-18] 

MEMORANDUM  OF  MAY  3,  1974 

Determination  Concerning  Certain 
Use  of  Assistance  in  Africa 

Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  May  3,  1974. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Section  38  of  the  Foreign 
Assistance  Act  of  1973,  I  hereby  determine  with  respect  to  each  non- 
African  country  having  territories  in  Africa,  that  no  such  countries 
have  used: 

(1)  assistance  furnished  under  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961 
after  December  17,  1973; 

(2)  defense  articles  or  services  furnished  under  the  Foreign  Military 
Sales  Act  after  December  17,  1973;  or 

(3)  agricultural  commodities  furnished  under  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  1954  after  December  17,  1973,  in 
support  of  their  military  activities  in  their  African  territories  prior  to 
the  date  of  this  determination. 

You  are  requested  on  my  behalf  to  report  this  determination  to  the 
Congress,  as  required  by  law. 

This  determination  shall  lie  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


[FR  Doc.74-12126  Filed  5-22-74  ;2: 58  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  pu  blished  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

Section  213.3384  Is  amended  to  show 
that  the  position  of  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  and 
Management,  Office  of  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Community  Planning  and  Man¬ 
agement  is  no  longer  excepted  under 
Schedule  C  and  that  one  position  of 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Com¬ 
munity  Planning  and  Development  Is  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  May  24,  1974,  §  213.3384 
(d)  (8)  Is  revoked  and  I  213.3384(d)  (11) 
Is  added  as  set  forth  below. 

§  213.3384  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(d)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Community  Planning  and  Develop¬ 
ment .  •  •  • 

(8)  [Revoked  1 

*  *  *  •  • 

(11)  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development. 
(B  UJB.C.  secs.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10577,  3  CFR 
1954-58  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11945  Filed  5-23-74:8:46  ami 


PART  733— POLITICAL  ACTIVITY  OF 
FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

Comprehensive  Employment  and  Training 

The  Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-203,  87 
Stat.  839)  repealed  the  Economic  Op¬ 
portunity  Act  of  1964,  but  continued  the 
Job  Corps  within  the  Department  of  La¬ 
bor. 

Section  733.301  is  revised  as  follows. 
§  733.301  Coverage. 

This  subpart  applies  to  each  officer, 
employee  and  enrollee  of  the  Job  Corps 
established  by  the  Comprehensive  Em¬ 
ployment  and  Training  Act  of  1973,  who 
Is  alleged  to  have  engaged  in  political 
activity  In  violation  of  that  act. 


(6  UJS.C.  1308,  3301,  3302,  7301,  7324,  7325, 
7327  (42  U.S.C.  2729) ;  E.0. 10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
68  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

"  Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-11946  Filed  5-23-74,8:45  am) 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  II— FOOD  AND  NUTRITION 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

[Arndt.  11) 

PART  225— SPECIAL  FOOD  SERVICE 
PROGRAM  FOR  CHILDREN 

In  FR  Document  No.  74-10319  pub¬ 
lished  at  39  FR  15756  in  the  Issue  of 
Monday,  May  6,  1974,  the  amendment 
number  was  omitted  and  should  read  as 
set  forth  above. 

Dated:  May  21, 1974. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-12039  Filed  B-23-74;8:45  am) 


Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[OGD  73-190  R] 

PART  110— ANCHORAGE  REGULATIONS 

PART  128— REGULATED  NAVIGATION 
AREAS 

Delaware  Bay  and  River;  Anchorage  Ground 
and  Regulated  Navigation  Area 

This  amendment  to  the  anchorage 
regulations  and  the  regulated  navigation 
area  regulations  Is  based  on  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  published  In  the 
December  28,  1973,  Issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  (38  FR  35486),  as  corrected  by 
the  January  14,  1974,  Issue  (39  FR  1780). 
This  amendment  enlarges  Anchorage  A 
(tanker  lightering)  off  the  entrance  to 
Mlsplllion  River  and  establishes  a  Reg¬ 
ulated  Navigation  Area  for  Delaware  Bay 
and  River  between  the  Delaware  Memo¬ 
rial  Bridge  and  the  boundary  line  of  in¬ 
land  waters  at  the  entrance  of  the  Bay. 

Interested  persons  were  given  until 
February  15,  1974,  to  submit  comments 
concerning  the  proposed  regulations.  No 
comments  were  received  by  Commandant 
(G-CMC) ,  nor  by  the  Commander,  Third 
Coast  Guard  District. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  33  CFR 
110.157  for  suspending  oil  transfer  op¬ 
erations  In  Anchorage  A  when  the  Cap¬ 


tain  of  the  Port  determines  that  a  condi¬ 
tion  exists  endangering  a  vessel  In  the 
surrounding  area  or  posing  a  threat  of  oil 
pollution  has  been  deleted  from  the  final 
rules.  This  proposed  amendment  Is  al¬ 
ready  contained  in  33  CFR  155.130  which 
will  become  effective  before  the  rules  in 
this  document  become  effective. 

Accordingly,  with  this  change,  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  are  adopted  as  set 
forth  below. 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  are 
effective  on  July  1,  1974. 

Dated:  May  17,  1974. 

T.  R.  Sargent, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Commandant. 

Chapter  I  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  Is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Section  110.157  Is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  110.157  Delaware  Bay  and  River. 

(a)  The  anchorage  grounds — (1)  An¬ 
chorage  A  ( tanker  lightering )  off  the 
entrance  to  Mispillion  River.  In  Delaware 
Bay  southwest  of  Brandywine  Channel 
beginning  st  latitude  38#57'18"  N., 
longitude  75°10'49"  W.;  thence  north¬ 
westerly  to  latitude  39°00'17"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  75°13'02"  W.;  thence  southwesterly 
to  latitude  38°59'45"  N.,  longitude  75 °- 
14'06"  W.;  thence  southeasterly  to  lati¬ 
tude  38°56'44"  N.,  longitude  75°  11 '53'' 
W.;  thence  northeasterly  to  the  point  of 
beginning.  This  anchorage  is  for  the 
specific  purpose  of  allowing  deep  draft 
tankers  to  anchor  and  lighter  their 
cargo  before  proceeding  up  the  Delaware 
River.  Supervision  over  the  anchoring  of 
vessels  and  over  cargo  transfer  opera¬ 
tions  In  Anchorage  A  is  exercised  by  the 
Captain  of  the  Port.  The  regulations  in 
paragraph  (b)  and  (b)  (2)  of  this  section 
do  not  apply  to  this  anchorage. 

(Sec.  7,  38  Stat.  1053  as  amended  (33  U.S.C. 
471);  sec.  6(g)(1),  Pub.  L.  89-670  80  8tat. 
940  (49  U.S.C.  1666(g)(1);  35  FR  4959,  49 
CFR  1.46(c)(1)).) 

2.  A  new  §  128.301  Is  added  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  128.301  Delaware  Bay  and  River. 

(a)  The  following  Is  a  Regulated 
Navigation  Area — The  waters  of  Dela¬ 
ware  Bay  and  River  south  and  south¬ 
easterly  of  the  southern  span  of  the 
Delaware  Memorial  Bridge  and  Inside 
the  boundary  line  of  Inland  waters  de¬ 
scribed  In  §  82.25  of  this  chapter. 
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(b)  Regulations — (1)  Draft  limitation. 
Unless  otherwise  authorized  by  the  Cap¬ 
tain  of  the  Port,  no  vessel  with  a  draft 
greater  than  55  feet  may  enter  this  regu¬ 
lated  navigation  area. 

(2)  Oil  transfer  operations.  Unless 
otherwise  authorized  by  the  Captain  of 
the  Port,  no  vessel  may  conduct  oil 
transfer  operations  in  this  regulated 
navigation  area  except  in  the  anchorage 
ground  designated  in  §  110.157(a)(1)  of 
this  chapter. 

(Sec.  104,  Pub.  L.  92-340,  86  Stat.  424  (33 
U.S.C.  1224);  37  FR  21943,  49  CFR  1.46(0) 
(4)). 

[FR  Doc.74-11942  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

3,5-Dichloro-N-(l,l-Dimethyl-2-Propynyl) 

Benzamide 

In  response  to  a  petition  (PP  4E1435) 
sumbitted  by  Dr.  C.  C.  Compton,  Inter¬ 
regional  Research  Project  No.  4,  State 
Agricultural  Experiment  Station,  Rut¬ 
gers  University,  New  Brunswick,  NJ 
08903,  on  behalf  of  the  IR-4  Technical 
Committee  and  the  Agricultural  Experi¬ 
ment  Stations  of  Oregon  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  a  notice  was  published  by  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  21,  1974  (39 
FR  10604),  proposing  establishment  of 
a  tolerance  for  combined  negligible  resi¬ 
dues  of  the  herbicide  3,5-dichloro-JV-(l, 
l-dimethyl-2-propynyl)  benzamide  and 
its  metabolites  (calculated  as  3,5-di- 
cloro-lV-(  1,1 -dimethyl  -  2  -  propynyl) 
benzamide)  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodity  blueberries  at  0.05  part  per 
million.  No  comments  or  requests  for 
referral  to  an  advisory  committee  were 
received. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  proposal 
should  be  adopted. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C. 
346a<e)),  the  authority  transferred  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (35  FR  15623),  and 
the  authority  delegated  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Pesticide  Programs  (36  FR 
9038),  §  180.317  is  amended  by  revising 
the  paragraph  “0.05  part  per  mil¬ 
lion  •  *  *”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.317  3,5-Dirhloro-Y-  (1,1  -dimethyl- 
2-propynyl)  benzamide;  tolerances 
for  residues. 

♦  *  *  *  * 

0.05  part  per  million  (negligible  resi¬ 
due)  in  or  on  blackberries,  blueberries, 
boysenberries,  and  raspberries. 

•  *  *  *  • 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  on  or  before  June  24, 1974,  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Room  1019E,  4th  &  M 
Streets  SW,  Waterside  Mall,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20460,  written  objections 
thereto  in  quintuplicate.  Objections 
shall  show  wherein  the  person  filing  will 
be  adversely  affected  by  the  order  and 
specify  with  particularity  the  provisions 
of  the  order  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hear¬ 
ing.  will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are 
supported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient 
to  justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections 
may  be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum 
or  brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  May  24, 1974. 

(Sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  614;  21  U.S.C.  346a(e)) 

Dated:  May  20, 1974. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams. 

[FR  Doc.74-12021  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


Title  47 — Telecommunication 


(Secs.  4,  201,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066,  1070 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  201).) 

Adopted:  May  15, 1974. 

Released:  May  17, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[  seal  ]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

In  §  1.1207  of  47  CFR  Part  1  the  intro¬ 
ductory  text  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1207  Restricted  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Except  as  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  the  following  rule  making 
proceedings  are  “restricted”  from  the 
day  they  are  instituted  until  they  have 
been  decided  by  the  Commission  and  are 
no  longer  subject  to  reconsideration  by 
the  Commission  or  review  by  any  court : 
*  *  *  *  • 

[FR  Doc.74-12000  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[S.O.  1163;  Arndt.  1] 

PART  1033 — CAR  SERVICE 


CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[FCC  74-493] 

PART  1— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 
Restricted  Rulemaking  Proceedings 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  1.1207,  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

1.  In  accordance  with  our  memoran¬ 
dum  opinion  and  order  in  Docket  No. 
19919  (FCC  74-81,  January  23,  1974),  we 
are  herein  amending  §  1.1207  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations.  As  indicated  in  the 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  at 
note  2,  the  purpose  of  the  amendment  is 
to  delete  from  the  present  provision 
verbiage  implying  that  trial-type  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearings  are  “required  by 
statute”  in  rule  making  proceedings 
conducted  under  provisions  of  law  listed 
in  that  section.  The  revised  rule  states 
that  ex  parte  rules  apply  to  the  listed 
rule  making  proceedings  unless  the  Com¬ 
mission  provides  otherwise  in  a  particu¬ 
lar  proceeding. 

2.  Authority  for  this  amendment  is 
contained  in  sections  4(i)  and  (j)  and 
201(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  47  U.S.C.  154(i)  and 
(j)  and  201(b).  Because  the  amendment 
is  procedural  in  nature,  and  because  its 
purpose  is  to  clarify  a  misleading  provi¬ 
sion,  the  prior  notice  and  effective  date 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  are  inap¬ 
plicable. 

3.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
ordered,  effective  May  29,  1974,  That 
§  1.1207  of  the  rules  and  regulations  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 


Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
17th  day  of  May  1974. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1163  (38  FR  32259) ,  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  That:  §1033.1163  Serv¬ 
ice  Order  1163  (Missouri  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  authorized  to  operate  over 
tracks  of  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany)  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph 
(e)  for  paragraph  (e)  thereof: 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  No¬ 
vember  30,  1974,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  May  31, 
1974. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15,  and 
17(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17), 
15(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended, 
54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  rail¬ 
roads  subscribing  to  the  car  service  and 
car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of 
that  agreement,  and  upon  the  American 


1  Commissioner  Hooks  concurring  in  the 
result;  Commissioner  Quello  not  partic¬ 
ipating. 
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Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  amendment  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a 
copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-12030  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


]S.O.  1125;  Amdt.  3] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 
St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Co. 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
17th  day  of  May  1974. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1125  (38  FR  6883,  19126,  and 
33482),  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

§  1033.1125  Serivce  Order  1125.  (St. 
Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Company 
authorized  to  operate  over  tracks  of  the 
Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Com¬ 
pany)  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph  (e) 
for  paragraph  (e)  thereof : 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  May  31, 
1974. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15,  and 
17(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17), 
15(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended, 
54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association:  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing  it  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12029  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[S.O.  1144;  Amdt.  2] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 
St  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Co. 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 


Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
17th  day  of  May  1974. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1144  (38  FR  20622,  39  FR 
4087) ,  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for: 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

§  1033.1144  Service  Order  1144  (St. 
Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Company 
authorized  to  operate  over  tracks  of  the 
Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway 
Company)  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended 
by  substituting  the  following  paragraph 
(e)  for  paragraph  (e)  thereof: 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11 :59  p.m.,  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  May  31, 
1974. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15,  and 
17(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17), 
15(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended,  54 
Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association;  and  that 
notice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to 
the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  *  Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12028  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 
PART  31— NONALCOHOLIC  BEVERAGES 

Soda  Water;  Confirmation  of  Effective  Date 
of  Order  Providing  for  Optional  Use  of 
Vegetable  Oils 

An  order  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  11,  1972  (37  FR 
16174),  amending  the  definition  and 
standard  of  identity  for  soda  water  (21 
CFR  31.1)  to  permit  the  optional  use  of 
edible  vegetable  oils  in  clouding  agents 
and  as  carriers  for  flavor  ingredients 
used  in  soda  water.  The  order  did  not 
provide  for  the  label  declaration  of  the 
vegetable  oils. 

Two  responses  were  received  to  the 
order.  One  expressed  concern  that  the 
order  did  not  provide  for  the  label  dec¬ 
laration  of  the  vegetable  oils. 

The  Commissioner  announced  in  an 
order  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  March  10,  1972  (37  FR  5120),  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  intends 


to  amend  the  definitions  and  standards 
of  Identity  of  foods  to  require  label  dec¬ 
laration  of  all  optional  ingredients  ex¬ 
cept  spices,  flavorings,  and  colorings 
which  may  continue  to  be  designated  as 
such.  Such  a  proposal  for  soda  water,  to 
require  label  declaration  of  all  optional 
ingredients  including  vegetable  oils,  is 
published  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  second  response  suggested  that,  as 
the  subject  amendment  will  provide 
manufacturers  with  a  safe  substitute  for 
brominated  vegetable  oil,  it  would  be  ap¬ 
propriate  to  amend  the  standard  of 
identity  for  soda  water  by  deleting  the 
provision  for  the  use  of  brominated  veg¬ 
etable  oil. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
published  an  interim  food  additive  regu¬ 
lation  in  the  Federal  Register  of  July  28, 
1970  (35  FR  12062)  which  provides  for  a 
substantial  reduction  in  the  use  of  bro¬ 
minated  vegetable  oil  as  a  stabilizer  for 
flavoring  oils  used  in  fruit-flavored  bev¬ 
erages,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  15 
parts  per  million  in  the  finished  bever¬ 
ages  (21  CFR  121.1234).  This  interim 
regulation  was  issued  pending  the  out¬ 
come  of  additional  toxicological  studies 
on  which  periodic  reports  at  6 -month  in¬ 
tervals  were  to  be  furnished  and  the  final 
results  submitted  to  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  not  later  than  December 
1,  1973.  These  studies  have  not  yet  been 
completed.  In  establishing  the  interim 
regulation,  the  Commissioner  conclud'd 
that  the  tolerance  provided  thereby 
would  protect  the  public  health.  After 
reviewing  the  evidence  available  to  date, 
the  Commissioner  has  concluded  that  the 
studies  thus  far  do  not  indicate  a  reason¬ 
able  likelihood  that  a  health  hazard  ex¬ 
ists  in  the  continued  interim  use  of  bro¬ 
minated  vegetable  oil  in  accordance  with 
the  limitations  set  forth  in  21  CFR 
121.4004;  In  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  25,  1974  (39  FR  14611),  the  Com¬ 
missioner  published  a  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  121.4004  to  permit  the  continu¬ 
ation  of  the  studies  in  progress  beyond 
December  1,  1973  to  their  completion.  On 
the  basis  of  the  scientific  data  resulting 
from  these  studies  the  Commissioner  will 
determine  whether  a  permanent  food 
additive  regulation  is  justified  or  whether 
use  of  the  ingredient  should  be  discon¬ 
tinued.  In  the  meantime  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  has  no  basis  for  revoking  the  in¬ 
terim  regulation  unless  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration’s  monitoring  of  the 
required  6-month  reports  on  these 
studies  reveals  definitive  adverse  find¬ 
ings  in  which  case  the  interim  food  ad¬ 
ditive  regulation  will  be  revoked. 

It  is  concluded  that  neither  of  the 
two  responses  meet  the  requirements  of 
701(e)(2)  of  the  act  and,  therefore,  it 
is  not  necessary  to  stay  the  order  and 
schedule  a  hearing. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat.  1046,  1055, 
as  amended  by  70  Stat.  919  and  72  Stat. 
948,  21  U.S.C.  341,  371)  and  under  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120) ;  notice  is  given  that  the 
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order  of  August  11,  1972  (37  FR  16174) 
became  effective  October  10, 1972. 

Dated:  May  17, 1974. 

William  F.  Randolph, 
Acting  Associate  Comissioner 
for  Compliance. 


cation  (49-463 V)  filed  by%Elanco  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46206,  propos¬ 
ing  safe  and  effective  use  of  monensin 
sodium,  110  grams  per  ton,  and  baci¬ 
tracin  methylene  disalicylate,  5  to  10 
grams  per  ton,  in  broiler  chicken  feeds. 
This  application  is  approved. 


[FR  Doc.74-11964  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 

PART  135e— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

Monensin  Sodium,  Bacitracin  Methylene 
Disalicylate 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  new  animal  drug  appli- 


Principal 

ingredient 

Grams  per 
ton 

Combined 
with — 

Grams 
per  ton 

Limitations 

Indications  for  use 

•  •  • 

7.  Monensin 
sodium. 

110  (as 
monensic 
acid 

activity). 

*  •  • 

Bacitracin 
methylene 
di  salicylate. 

5-10 

For  broiler  chickens;  do  not 
leed  to  laying  chickens; 
feed  continuously  as  sole 
ration;  withdraw  72  hours 
before  slaughter.  Bacitra¬ 
cin  methylene  disalicylate 
as  provided  by  code  No. 
028,  S  135.501(c)  of  this 
chapter. 

•  •  • 

As  an  aid  in  the  prevention 
of  coccidiosis  caused  by 
E.  nrcatrix,  E.  tenella.  E. 
acervulina,  E.  bruiutti, 
E.  mitati,  and  E. 
maxima;  for  increased 
rate  of  weight  gain  and 
improved  feed  efficiency. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  512(i),  82  Stat.  347,  21  U.S.C. 
360b (i) )  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120), 
135e. 50(f)  is  amended  in  the  table  by 
adding  a  new  item  7  as  follows : 

§  135e.50  Monensin,  monensin  sodium. 
*  *  *  *  * 
(*)••• 


Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  effective  May  24, 1974. 

(Sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347,  (21  Ufl.C.  360b (1).)) 

Dated:  May  16,  1974. 

C.  D.  Van  Houweling, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine. 

[FR  Doc.74-11967  Filed  5-23-74,8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  In  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[  43  CFR  Part  3300  ] 

OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  LANDS 
Public  Hearing  Procedures 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  is  con¬ 
sidering  amending  the  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Lands  Act  (OCS  Act)  (43  U.S.C.  §  1331- 
1343)  with  the  objective  of  improv¬ 
ing  competition  for  oil  and  gas  leases  un¬ 
der  that  statute  by  increasing  the  number 
of  bidders  on  Individual  tracts.  To  that 
purpose  the  Department  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  amendment  of  43  CFR 
3300.1,  a  draft  of  which  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  April  24,  1974. 

A  public  hearing  will  be  held  in  the 
Auditorium,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D.C.,  beginning  at  9 : 30  a.m., 
Tuesday,  June  25,  1974,  and  continuing, 
If  necessary,  through  June  26,  1974.  The 
hearing  will  be  conducted  by  a  Depart¬ 
mental  Administrative  Law  Judge  from 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  and 
there  will  be  a  Panel  composed  of  appro¬ 
priate  policy  officers  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  who  will  question  the 
witnesses. 

Interested  individuals,  representatives 
of  organizations,  and  public  officials 
wishing  to  testify  at  the  hearing  are  re¬ 
quested  to  contact  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  (attention:  700), 
Washington,  D.C.  20240  by  June  18, 1974. 
After  receiving  requests  from  those  wish¬ 
ing  to  testify  at  the  hearing,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  will  prepare  a  schedule  showing  the 
order  of  appearance  and  the  probable 
time  at  which  a  witness  will  testify.  This 
schedule  will  be  available  on  Monday, 
June  24,  1974,  at  the  office  of  the  Chief, 
Division  of  Marine  Minerals,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  1129  20th  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  It  should  be  understood 
that  the  schedule  will  be  necessarily 
tentative. 

Written  comments  from  those  unable 
to  attend  the  hearing  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  (attention:  700),  Washington,  D.C. 
20240.  Written  testimony  and  comments, 
including  both  suggested  modifications 
of,  or  amendments  to,  the  draft  regula¬ 
tion  and  alternative  proposals,  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  (attention:  700)  by 
the  close  of  business,  June  18,  1974.  The 
purpose  of  requesting  such  comments 
prior  to  the  hearing  Is  to  assist  the  De¬ 
partment  in  the  conduct  of  the  hearing. 
Written  comments  may  be  submitted  to 
the  same  officer  after  the  hearing  and 


will  be  received  until  the  close  of  business 
on  Wednesday,  July  31, 1974.  During  this 
second  comment  period  the  Department 
wishes  to  receive  not  only  comments  from 
those  unable  to  testify  at  the  hearing  and 
supplemental  material  from  those  pre¬ 
senting  oral  testimony,  but  also  com¬ 
ments  upon  the  testimony  of  other 
witnesses. 

Time  limitations  make  it  necessary  to 
limit  the  length  of  oral  presentations  to 
fifteen  minutes  ordinarily,  but  any  wit¬ 
ness  wishing  longer  may  so  request.  If 
there  is  sufficient  justification  given,  a 
longer  time  may  be  granted.  In  order  to 
afford  the  Interested  public  maximum 
opportunity  for  participation  in  the 
offering  of  oral  testimony,  organizations 
are  encouraged  to  have  only  one  spokes¬ 
man  present  oral  testimony  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  However,  multiple  member  organi¬ 
zations  may  obtain  advance  permission 
to  offer  more  than  one  spokesman  or  wit¬ 
ness  at  the  hearing  upon  making  a  clear 
showing  that  the  panel  will  benefit  by 
this  type  of  presentation  and  that  it  will 
avoid  repetitive  statements  by  the  sep¬ 
arate  members  of  the  organization.  Wit¬ 
nesses  are  encouraged  to  avoid  repetitive 
testimony.  Endorsement  of  previous 
testimony  is  preferred  to  repetition  of 
the  same  reasons  for  such  views.  An  oral 
statement  may  be  supplemented  by  a 
more  complete  written  statement  which 
may  be  submitted  to  the  hearing  officer 
at  the  time  of  presentation  of  the  oral 
statement  or  at  any  time  until  July  31. 
Written  statements  presented  in' person 
at  the  hearing  will  be  considered  for  in¬ 
clusion  in  the  hearing  record.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  time  is  available  after  presen¬ 
tation  of  oral  statements  by  those  who 
have  given  advance  notice,  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  will  give  others  pres¬ 
ent  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 

At  the  hearing  questions  wHl  be  asked 
only  by  the  members  of  the  Panel,  but,  if 
any  person  wishes  to  have  particular 
questions  asked,  he  should  submit  the 
questions  to  the  Panel  by  June  18.  If  any 
person  present  at  the  hearing  should 
wish  a  question  to  be  asked,  it  may  be 
submitted  in  writing  at  any  time  to  the 
Panel.  However,  the  Panel  will  have  com¬ 
plete  discretion  as  to  which  question  to 
ask.  Questions  asked  by  members  of  the 
Panel  should  not  be  interpreted  as  in¬ 
dicating  any  departmental  position. 

At  the  hearing  and  in  the  written  com¬ 
ments,  both  before  and  after  the  hearing, 
the  Department  particularly  wishes  to 
receive  both  comments  on  the  draft  reg¬ 
ulation  and  recommendations  as  to  al¬ 
ternative  methods  of  achieving  the  goal 


of  increased  competition  for  oil  and  gas 
leases  under  the  OCS  Act. 

The  Department  has  identified  the  fol¬ 
lowing  questions  which  it  would  like  to 
see  fully  explored  at  the  hearing  and  in 
comments: 

(1)  Does  the  present  system  which  al¬ 
lows  unlimited  joint  bidding  restrict  com¬ 
petition  and  limit  the  size  of  high  bids? 
(2)  Should  all  joint  bidding  be  prohib¬ 
ited?  (3)  Are  there  independent  oil  com¬ 
panies  which  would  like  to  join  major  oil 
companies  in  bidding,  but  which  believe 
that  they  are  prevented  from  doing  so  by 
the  present  system?  (4)  Would  the  De¬ 
partment’s  draft  regulation  actually  put 
major  companies  at  a  great  disadvan¬ 
tage?  (5)  If  the  Department  should  adopt 
a  regulation  similar  to  the  draft  regula¬ 
tion,  is  a  standard  of  5  billion  barrels  of 
oil  reasonable?  (6)  Would  limiting  joint 
bidding  among  major  oil  companies  in¬ 
crease  competition  for  Individual  tracts? 
(7)  Would  limiting  joint  bidding  among 
major  companies  lead  to  more  rapid  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  OCS?  (8)  Would  limit¬ 
ing  joint  bidding  among  major  oil  com¬ 
panies  encourage  the  leasing  of  more 
acreage?  (9)  Are  there  any  other  actions 
which  the  Department  should  take  to 
stimulate  competition,  either  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  or  in  place  of  restricting  joint 
bidding? 

After  all  comments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  have  been  received  and  studied  the 
Department  will  publish  a  proposed  reg¬ 
ulation  for  comment. 

It  is  recommended  that  applications  to 
testify  be  submitted  on  the  following 
form  or  on  a  reasonable  facsimile  thereof. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

May  21,  1974. 

Hearing  Registration  Card 

Date:  _ 

Name  and  title  of  person  speaking : _ 


Address:  _ 

Company,  group,  association  represented: 


Time  and  date  preference: _ 

. AM _ PM _ 

Card  submitted  by: _ 

Note:  Witnesses  are  encouraged  to  keep 
their  oral  testimony  concise  and  addressed  to 
their  specific  points  of  interest  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Witnesses  are  allowed  until  July  31,  1974 
following  the  hearing  to  submit  written 
statements  which  amplify  their  position. 
Such  written  statements  may  Include  re¬ 
buttals  of  testimony  offered  by  others  at  the 
hearing. 

IFR  Doc.74-12013  Filed  6-23-74;8:45  am] 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Parts  1, 3  ] 

FOOD  LABELING  INFORMATION  PANEL 
Soft  Drink  Packages;  Proposed  Exemptions 

The  following  petitions  have  been  filed 
by  the  National  Soft  Drink  Association 
(NSPA) ,  1101  16th  St.  NW„  Washington, 
DC  20036,  and  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  6- 
86,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852: 

1.  Petition  dated  August  10,  1973,  pro¬ 
posing  that  the  regulations  for  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 

and  Cosmetic  Act  and  the  Fair  Packag¬ 
ing  and  Labeling  Act  be  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  (a)  that  soft  drinks  in  bottles  shall 
be  exempt  from  the  requirement  of 
§  1.8d  (21  CFR  1.8d)  as  long  as  informa¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  that  regulation  appears 
somewhere  on  the  bottle  and/or  closure 
in  a  %2-inch  type  size  or  appears  on  the 
multiunit  cartons,  if  sold  in  such,  in  a 
type  size  of  inch  and  (b)  that  open, 
basket-style  multiunit  carriers  designed 
for  soft  drinks  shall  be  excluded  from 
the  definition  of  the  term  “package.” 

2.  Petition  dated  December  5,  1973, 
proposing  an  extension  of  time  from  the 
December  31,  1973  and  December  31, 
1974  effective  dates  of  {{  1.8d,  1.12,  and 
1.17. 

The  first  NSDA  petition  proposes  ex¬ 
emption  from  the  requirements  of  §  1.8d 
as  follows: 

Soft  drinks  packaged  in  bottles  shall  be 
exempt  from  the  requirements  for  an  in¬ 
formation  panel  prescribed  by  {  1 ,8d  of  these 
regulations  so  long  as  all  required  label  in¬ 
formation  appears  on  the  bottle  and/or  its 
closure  or,  if  sold  in  multiunit  cartons  (such 
as  wraps),  the  manufacturer  may  elect  to 
place  the  required  label  information  on  that 
carton.  Such  statements  shall  be  prominently 
and  conspicuously  set  forth  in  not  less  than 
(fo-lnch  type  size  except  that  cartons  and 
wraps  may  utilize  not  less  than  (fa-inch  type 
size. 

NSDA  contends  that  information  re¬ 
quired  by  §  1.8d  to  appear  on  a  principal 
display  panel  or  information  panel  in  a 
type  size  at  least  Via  inch  in  height  ap¬ 
pears,  for  the  most  part,  on  the  bottle 
closure  in  a  type  size  of  less  than  Via 
inch.  NSDA  further  contends  that  there 
is  insufficient  space  on  the  bottle  closure 
to  allow  such  information  to  appear  in  a 
type  size  of  Via  inch,  and  that  the  bottle 
closure  location  fails  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  1.8d  because  it  is  neither  a 
principal  display  panel  nor  an  informa¬ 
tion  panel. 

NSDA  asserts  that  the  only  alterna¬ 
tives  to  using  th :  closure  for  all  or  part 
of  the  information  required  by  $  1.8d  are 
applied  color  label  (ACL)  labeled  bottles 
or  paper  or  foil  labels  on  soft  drink 
bottles.  NSDA  further  asserts  that  these 
alternatives  would  make  obsolete  return¬ 
able  bottles  in  inventory  or  distribution, 
representing  approximately  three  hun¬ 
dred  million  dollars.  Conversion  to  paper 
or  foil  labeling  would  also  make  obsolete 


current  production  systems  and  other¬ 
wise  increase  both  cost  of  production  and 
cost  to  the  consumer. 

NSDA  submits  that  adequate  labeling 
can  be  set  forth  on  the  closure  in  V32  inch 
type  size,  and  “there  does  not  appear  to 
be  any  need  for  a  uniform  information 
panel  on  soft  drink  bottles  since  the  re¬ 
quired  declaration  will  be  found  either  on 
the  bottle  itself  and/or  on  the  closure.” 

The  Commissioner  has  considered  the 
petition  and  other  relevant  information 
and  recognizes  that  returnable  glass  bot¬ 
tles,  which  remain  in  circulation  for  sev¬ 
eral  years,  pose  unique  problems  because 
permanent  labeling  (i.e.,  embossed,  litho¬ 
graphed,  blown  or  molded)  cannot  be 
readily  changed.  In  addition  there  is  a 
problem  of  limited  space  on  the  bottle 
closure.  The  Commissioner  proposes, 
however,  an  alternative  to  the  petition¬ 
er’s  proposal,  in  the  form  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  S  1.8d  to  specify  the  conditions 
under  which  soft  drink  bottles  are  to 
be  exempted  and  the  type  of  packages 
to  which  the  exemptions  are  applicable. 

The  Commissioner’s  proposal  provides 
that  soft  drinks  packaged  in  bottles 
manufactured  before  the  effective  date  of 
the  regulation  shall  be  exempt  from  the 
requirements  prescribed  by  §  1.8d  to  the 
extent  that  information  which  is  blown, 
lithographed,  or  formed  onto  the  surface 
of  the  botde  is  exempt  from  the  size  and 
placement  requirements  of  this  section. 
This  proposed  exemption  will  allow  ex¬ 
isting  bottles  to  remain  in  circulation  as 
long  as  they  are  usable  but  will  not  pro¬ 
vide  necessary  exemptions — for  the 
closure.  The  proposal  will  also  exempt 
soft  drinks  packaged  in  bottles  from  the 
requirements  of  §  1.8d  if  the  bottles  do 
not  bear  paper  or  foil  labels  and  the  re¬ 
quired  information  appears  on  the  bot¬ 
tle  closure. 

The  Commissioner  further  proposes 
that,  where  nutrition  labeling  is  nec¬ 
essary,  it  be  required  to  appear  on  the 
soft  drink  bottles  only  if  the  bottles  bear 
a  paper  or  foil  label.  Soft  drinks  pack¬ 
aged  in  bottles  bearing  no  paper  or  foil 
label  would  be  exempt  from  nutrition 
labeling,  except  that  if  the  bottles  are 
packaged  in  a  multiunit  retail  package, 
the  multiunit  package  must  bear  nutri¬ 
tion  labeling.  Nutrition  labeling  will 
therefore  be  available  to  consumers 
who  wish  to  utilize  it.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  realizes,  however,  that  even  the 
abbreviated  form  of  nutrition  label¬ 
ing  proposed  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  March  6,  1974  (39  FR  8621)  cannot  fit 
on  a  bottle  closure  with  all  of  the  other 
mandatory  labeling. 

The  Commissioner  proposes  that  the 
labeling  information  appearing  on  the 
bottle  closure  shall  be  no  less  than  V,2 
inch  in  height.  In  the  event  there  is  not 
room  on  the  closure  for  all  the  required 
information,  the  proposal  provides  for 
the  submission  of  petitions  proposing  an 
alternative  method  of  disseminating 
such  information  and  specifies  the  order 
of  priority  for  information  appearing  on 
the  closure. 

In  the  absence  of  convincing  evidence 
to  the  contrary,  the  Commissioner  con¬ 
cludes  that  there  is  no  adequate  reason 


or  necessity  for  the  proposed  exemption 
to  be  applicable  to  those  soft  drinks 
packaged  in  bottles  bearing  a  paper  or 
foil  label.  The  Commissioner’s  proposal 
therefore  includes  the  provision  that 
bottles  bearing  a  paper  or  foil  label  shall 
not  be  exempt  from  any  requirement  of 
§  1.8d.  The  Commissioner  recognizes 
that  this  provision  woifld  conflict  with 
that  part  of  existing  §  1.1c (a)  (5)  (ii)  (21 
CFR  l.lc(a)  (5)  (ii) )  which  at  present 
permits  the  name  and  address  of  the 
manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor  to 
appear  on  the  closure  of  all  soft  drinks 
packaged  in  bottles.  The  Commissioner 
therefore  proposes  to  amend  §  1.1c (a) 
(5)  (ii)  by  deleting  the  last  sentence. 

The  petitioner  states  that  “it  has  been 
recognized  that  basket-style  cartons  or 
open  convenience  carriers  are  not  ‘pack¬ 
ages’  within  the  definitions  and  terms 
of  the  Fair  Packaging  and  Labeling  Act 
and  the  regulations  thereunder.” 

The  Commissioner,  how.ever,  advises 
that  the  statement  of  policy  bearing  on 
this  matter  (21  CFR  3.82)  recognizes  that 
open  basket-type  carriers  used  in  the  soft 
drink  industry  may  be  considered  to  be 
“packages”  within  the  meaning  of  section 
10(b)  of  the  Fair  Packaging  and  Labeling 
Act  if  they  include  printed  labeling  on 
them.  Therefore,  if  such  carriers  or  car¬ 
tons  bear  pertinent  labeling,  the  conven¬ 
ience  carriers  and  cartons  become  pack¬ 
ages  and  are  subject  to  all  applicable 
labeling  provisions  of  the  act  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  which  there  are  no  existing  ex¬ 
emptions  in  §  1.1c.  This  means  that,  if 
nutritional  labeling  (or  any  other  label¬ 
ing)  is  placed  on  a  carton,  all  mandatory 
labeling  must  also  be  included.  Since 
S  3.82  was  promulgated  for  the  effect  of 
modifying  the  effective  date  of  S  1.8b(s) 
until  December  31,  1972,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  finds  that  this  statement  of  policy 
no  longer  serves  any  useful  purpose  and 
should  therefore  be  revoked.  The  stated 
policy  regarding  when  a  multiunit  carton 
is  considered  a  package  will  remain  in 
effect. 

The  second  NSDA  petition  proposes  an 
extension  of  time  of  the  effective  dates 
of  December  31,  1973  and  December  31, 
1974. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  a  delay 
in  the  effective  date  has  been  granted  for 
labels  required  to  be  changed  in  order  to 
meet  the  new  food  flavoring  declaration 
requirements  contained  in  modified 
S  1.12  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  December  3,  1973  (38  FR  33284).  In 
addition  a  delay  of  the  first  half  of  the 
effective  date  of  §  1.8d  (until  March  15, 
1974)  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  December  5,  1973  (38  FR  33465) . 
However,  the  Commissioner  recognizes 
that  extensive  labeling  changes  are  con¬ 
templated  by  this  proposal.  Accordingly, 
the  Commissioner  proposes  that  all  effec¬ 
tive  dates  of  S§  1.8d.  1.12,  and  1.17,  as 
applicable  to  soft  drinks  packaged  in  bot¬ 
tles,  be  delayed  until  December  31,  1974. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  403,  701(a) ,  52  Stat.  1048, 1055; 
21  U.S.C.  343,  371(a) )  and  under  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  the 
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Commissioner  proposes  that  Parts  1  and 
3  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  1.1c  by  revising  paragraph  (a) 
(5)  (11)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1c  Exemptions  from  required  label 
statements. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(a)  •  •  • 

(5)  *  •  * 

(11)  A  multiunit  retail  package  for  soft 
drinks  shall  be  exempt  from  the  declara¬ 
tion  regarding  name  and  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  required  by  §  1.8a  if  the  package 
does  not  obscure  the  declaration  on  unit 
containers  and  the  declaration  on  the 
unit  containers  complies  with  § 1.8a. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  S  1.8d  by  adding  a  new  paragraph 
(c)(4)  as  follows: 

§  1.8d  Food  labeling;  information  panel. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  *  •  • 

(4)  (1)  Soft  drinks  packaged  in  bottles 
manufactured  before  December  31, 1974, 
shall  be  exempt  from  the  requirements 
prescribed  by  this  section  to  the  extent 
that  information  which  is  blown,  litho¬ 
graphed,  or  formed  onto  the  surface  of 
the  bottle  is  exempt  from  the  size  and 
placement  requirements  of  this  section. 

(11)  Soft  drinks  packaged  in  bottles 
shall  be  exempt  from  the  size  and  place¬ 
ment  requirements  prescribed  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  if  all  of  the  following  conditions  are 
met: 

(a)  If  the  soft  drink  is  packaged  in  a 
bottle  bearing  a  paper  or  foil  label,  the 
product  shall  not  be  exempt  from  any 
requirement  of  this  section  and  the  label 
shall  bear  all  required  information  in  the 
specified  minimum  type  size.  If  in  a 
multiunit  retail  package,  the  multiunit 
retail  package  shall  also  bear  informa¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  this  section  to  the  extent 
such  Information  appearing  on  the  unit 
container  is  obscured  by  the  multiunit 
package. 

(b)  If  the  soft  drink  is  packaged  in  a 
bottle  which  does  not  bear  a  paper  or 
foil  label: 

(1)  Neither  the  bottle  nor  the  closure 
Is  required  to  bear  nutrition  labeling  in 
compliance  with  §  1.17,  except  that  any 
multiunit  retail  package  in  which  it  is 
contained  shall  bear  nutrition  labeling  if 
required  by  S  1.17. 

(2)  All  other  information  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  appear  on  the  bottle 
closure  prominently  and  conspicuously 
in  letters  and/or  numbers  no  less  than 
%2  inch  in  height. 

(3)  Upon  the  petition  of  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  demonstrating  that  the  bot¬ 
tle  closure  is  too  small  to  accommodate 
this  information,  the  Commissioner  may 
by  regulation  establish  an  alternative 
method  of  disseminating  such  informa¬ 
tion.  Information  appearing  on  the 
closure  shall  appear  in  the  following 
priority: 

(i)  The  warning  required  by  §  3.72  of 
this  chapter. 

(if)  The  statement  of  ingredients. 
(Hi)  The  name  and  address  of  the 
manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor, 
(iv)  The  statement  of  identity. 


§  3.82  [Revoked] 

3.  By  revoking  S  3.82  Quantity  of  con¬ 
tents  declarations  on  open  basket-type 
carriers  for  soft  drinks. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
July  23,  1974,  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  6-86,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852,  written  comments  (preferably 
in  qulntuplicate)  regarding  this  proposal. 
Comments  may  be  accompanied  by  a 
memorandum  or  brief  in  support  thereof. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Hearing  Clerk’s 
office  during  regular  business  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  May  17, 1974. 

William  F.  Randolph, 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-11966  Filed  6-23-74;8:45  am] 


[21 CFR  Part  31  ] 

SODA  WATER 

Proposal  To  Amend  Standard  of  Identity 

Notice  is  given  that  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs,  on  his  own  initiative, 
proposes  to  amend  the  identity  standard 
for  soda  water  (21  CFR  31.1) . 

Notice  is  also  given  that  petitions  to 
amend  the  soda  water  standard  have 
been  received  from  the  following  firms 
and  are  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk: 

1.  Dr.  Pepper  Co.,  P.O.  Box  5086,  Dal¬ 
las,  TX  75222,  proposing  to  amend  §  31.1 
(b)  (11)  to  provide  for  the  use  of  poly¬ 
ethylene  glycol,  complying  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  S  121.1185,  as  an  antifoaming 
agent. 

2.  Carr,  Bonner,  O’Connell,  Kaplan 
and  Thompson,  900  17th  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20006,  on  behalf  of  H.  Kohn- 
stamm  It  Co.  proposing  to  amend 
S  31.1(b)  (6)  (i)  to  provide  for  the  use  of 
food  starch-modified,  complying  with 
the  provisions  of  §121.1031,  as  an  emul¬ 
sifier. 

3.  Stein-Hall  &  Co.,  Inc.,  12-10  Jackson 
Ave.,  Long  Island  City,  NY  11101,  pro¬ 
posing  to  amend  §  31.1(b)  (6)  (i)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  food  starch-modified  and,  in  ad¬ 
dition,  dextrin.  As  an  alternative,  Stein- 
Hall  k  Co.,  Inc.  suggested  that  §  31.1(b) 
(6)  (i)  be  amended  to  permit  “Any  safe 
or  suitable  emulsifying,  stabilizing,  or 
viscosity-producing  agent  in  an  amount 
necessary  to  produce  the  intended  tech¬ 
nical  effect.” 

If  the  Commissioner’s  proposal  as  set 
forth  below  is  adopted,  the  purposes  of 
the  three  petitioners  will  have  been 
served  and  further  action  in  regard  to 
these  petitions  will  be  unnecessary.  As 
proposed  by  the  Commissioner,  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  existing  standard  would  de¬ 
lete  the  listing  of  specific  optional  in¬ 
gredients  permitted  and  instead  provide 
for  the  optional  use  of  any  safe  and  suit¬ 
able  ingredient.  The  provision  for  use  of 
safe  and  suitable  ingredients  is  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commissioner  to  be  in  the 
interest  of  consumers  because  it  permits 
manufacturers  readily  to  adopt  new  ad¬ 


vances  in  food  technology  to  meet  con¬ 
sumer  demands  without  reducing  the 
protection  of  the  consumer.  - 

The  provision  for  label  declaration  re¬ 
quires  all  optional  Ingredients  to  be  de¬ 
clared  on  the  label  in  accordance  with 
specified  rules  for  prominence  and  con¬ 
spicuousness  as  required  by  applicable 
provisions  of  21  CFR  Part  1.  Section  1.8d 
(21  CFR  1.8d)  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  19,  1973  (38  FR 
2124) ,  specifies  a  lower  limit  of  1/16  inch 
in  height  for  size  of  each  letter  of  the 
ingredient  declaration. 

A  petition  has  been  filed  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Soft  Drink  Association,  pursuant 
to  §1.8d(f),  proposing  an  alternative 
method  of  disseminating  such  Informa¬ 
tion  to  the  consumer.  This  proposal  also 
appears  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  Commissioner  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  addition  to  soda  water  of  such 
substances  as  vitamins,  minerals,  and 
proteins  for  nutritional  purposes  or  arti¬ 
ficial  sweeteners  for  reduction  of  caloric 
content  results  in  a  product  not  encom¬ 
passed  within  the  standard.  Accordingly, 
these  two  classes  of  Ingredients  are  not 
included  as  “suitable”  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  standard. 

In  the  near  future  the  Commissioner 
will  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
proposal  to  amend  21  CFR  Part  100,  gov¬ 
erning  nutritional  quality  guidelines  for 
foods,  to  Incorporate  general  principles 
for  the  addition  of  nutrients  to  foods. 
The  proposed  regulation  will  set  forth 
in  detail  the  circumstances  under  which 
nutrients  may  be  added  to  any  food,  in¬ 
cluding  soft  drinks.  Any  addition  of  vita¬ 
mins  and  minerals  to  a  food  product  fall¬ 
ing  outside  a  standard  of  identity  pro¬ 
mulgated  under  section  401  of  the  act 
would  be  required  to  comply  with  these 
proposed  regulations. 

The  Commissioner  proposes  that  a 
reasonable  effective  date  for  the  amended 
standard,  if  adopted,  would  be  January  1, 
1975. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat.  1046,  1055, 
as  amended  by  70  Stat.  919  and  72  Stat. 
948;  21  U.S.C.  341,  371)  and  under  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120), 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
proposes  to  amend  Part  31  by  revising 
§  31.1  to  read  as  follows: 

§  31.1  Soda  water;  identity. 

(a)  Description.  Soda  water  is  the 
class  of  beverages  made  by  absorbing 
carbon  dioxide  in  potable  water.  The 
amount  of  carbon  dioxide  used  is  not  less 
than  that  which  will  be  absorbed  by  the 
beverage  at  a  pressure  of  one  atmosphere 
and  at  a  temperature  of  60°  F.  It  either 
contains  no  alcohol  or  only  such  alcohol, 
not  in  excess  of  0.5  percent  by  weight 
of  the  finished  beverage,  as  is  contributed 
by  the  flavoring  Ingredient  used.  Soda 
water  designated  by  any  name  which 
includes  the  word  "cola”  or  “pepper” 
shall  contain  caffeine  from  kola  nut  ex¬ 
tract  and/or  other  natural  caffeine-con¬ 
taining  extracts.  Caffeine  may  also  be 
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added  to  any  soda  water.  The  total  caf¬ 
feine  content  in  the  finished  food  shall 
not  exceed  0.02  percent  by  weight.  Soda 
water  may  contain  any  safe  and  suitable 
optional  ingredient,  except  that  artificial 
sweeteners  and  vitamins,  minerals,  and 
proteins  added  for  nutritional  purposes 
are  not  suitable  for  food  encompassed 
by  this  standard. 

(b)  Nomenclature.  (1)  The  name  of 
the  beverage  for  which  a  definition  and 
standard  of  identity  is  established  by  this 
section,  which  is  neither  flavored  nor 
sweetened,  is  soda  water,  club  soda,  or 
plain  soda. 

(2)  The  name  of  each  beverage  con¬ 

taining  flavoring  and  sweetening  ingredi¬ 
ents  shall  appear  as  M - soda”  or 

“ _ water”  or  “ _ carbon¬ 

ated  beverage”,  the  blank  to  contain 
the  word  or  words  that  designate  the 
characterizing  flavor  of  the  soda  water 
as  prescribed  in  S  1.12  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  If  the  soda  water  is  one  generally 
designated  by  a  particular  common 
name;  for  example,  ginger  ale,  root  beer, 
or  sparkling  water,  that  name  may  be 
used  in  lieu  of  the  name  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (b)(1)  and  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  For  the  purposes  of  this  section, 
a  proprietary  name  that  is  commonly 
used  by  the  public  as  the  designation  of  a 
particular  kind  of  soda  water  may  be 
used  in  lieu  of  the  name  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (b)(1)  and  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

(c)  Label  declaration.  Each  of  the  op¬ 
tional  ingredients  used  shall  be  declared 
on  the  label  as  required  by  the  applicable 
sections  of  21  CFR  Part  1. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
July  23,  1974,  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Room 
6-86,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852,  written  comments  (preferably  in 
quintuplicate)  regarding  this  proposal. 
Comments  may  be  accompanied  by  a 
memorandum  or  brief  in  support  thereof. 
Received  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated:  May  17, 1974. 

William  F.  Randolph, 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-11963  Filed  6-23-74;  8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[  33  CFR  Part  117  ] 

[COD  73-142P] 

SAN  JOAQUIN  RIVER  AND  ITS  TRIBUTAR¬ 
IES,  GEORGIANA  SLOUGH,  AND  SAC¬ 
RAMENTO  RIVER  AND  ITS  TRIBUTAR¬ 
IES,  CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Drawbridge  Regulations 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  July  20, 
1973  at  38  FR  19412,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  that  wood  amend  the  operation 
regulations  for  a  number  of  bridges 
across  the  Old  River,  a  tributary  of  the 


San  Joaquin  River,  Georgians  Slough 
and  the  Sacramento  River.  The  Com¬ 
mander,  Twelfth  Coast  Guard  District, 
also  published  this  proposal  on  July  26, 
1973. 

In  response  to  the  above.  680  replies 
were  received.  Only  4  were  favorable  to 
the  proposal  or  had  no  comment.  Gen¬ 
eral  opposition  to  reduced  services  were 
received  in  463  replies.  Opposition  to  re¬ 
strictions  on  recreational  boating  activi¬ 
ties  were  expressed  in  58  replies.  Fear  of 
delays  to  emergency  vessels  were  con¬ 
tained  in  77  replies.  Opposition  to  the 
proposed  change  of  the  operation  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  Georgiana  Slough  draw¬ 
bridges  were  received  in  45  replies  and 
for  the  Old  River  drawbridges  in  18  re¬ 
plies.  Ten  responses  requested  a  central 
point  for  requesting  openings  for  a  num¬ 
ber  of  these  bridges. 

After  lengthy  discussions  and  coordi¬ 
nation  with  those  involved,  a  new  pro¬ 
posal  is  now  being  made.  This  proposal 
incorporates  many  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and,  it  is  felt,  will  more  nearly 
provide  for  the  reasonable  needs  of 
navigation. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Commander  (oen) ,  Twelfth  Coast  Guard 
District,  630  Sansome  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  California  94126.  Each  person 
submitting  comments  should  Include  his 
name  and  address,  Identify  the  bridge, 
and  give  reasons  for  any  recommended 
change  in  the  proposaL  Copies  of  all 
written  communications  received  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
persons  at  the  office  of  the  Commander, 
Twelfth  Coast  Guard  District. 

The  Commander,  Twelfth  Coast  Guard 
District,  will  forward  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  July  2,  1974.  with  his 
recommendations  to  the  Chief,  Office  of 
Marine  Environment  and  Systems,  who 
will  evaluate  all  communications  re¬ 
ceived  and  take  Aral  action  on  this  pro¬ 
posaL  The  proposed  regulations  may  be 
changed  In  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  It  is 
proposed  that  33  CFR  Part  117  be 
amended  by  revising  Si  117.714,  117.715 
and  117.716  to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.714  Sm  Joaquin  River  and  its 
tributaries,  California. 

(a)  San  Joaquin  River.  (1)  Draw¬ 
bridges  from  Stockton  to  Old  River 
junction.  The  draws  shall  open  on  signal 
if  at  least  twelve  hours  notice  is  given 
to  the  owners’  agents  at  Stockton  as 
follows: 

(i)  Port  District  railway  bridge  at 
Stockton — Port  Director. 

(11)  U.S.  Navy  Highway  bridge  at 
Stockton — U.S.  Naval  Communications 
Station,  Stockton. 

(ill)  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  bridge  at  Stockton — 
Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Rail¬ 
way  Company  Yardmaster,  Stockton. 

(iv)  State  of  California  Highway 
bridge  (Garwood  Bridge)  near  Stock- 
ton — State  Highways  District  Office, 
Stockton. 


(v)  San  Joaquin  County  highway 
bridge  (Brandt  Bridge)  near  French 
Camp — San  Joaquin  County  Department 
of  Public  Works,  Stockton. 

(2)  Drawbridges  above  the  Old  River 
junction  need  not  open  for  the  passage 
of  vessels. 

(b)  Burns  Cutoff,  Drawbridges.  The 
draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  48 
hours  notice  is  given  to  the  U.S.  Naval 
Communications  Station,  Stockton. 

(c)  Middle  River.  (1)  Mouth  to  Wood¬ 
ward  Canal,  drawbridges. 

(1)  San  Joaquin  County  highway 
bridge  between  Bacon  Island  and  Lower 
Jones  tract.  From  May  15  through  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.;  from  September  16 
through  May  14,  the  draw  shall  open  on 
signal  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  from  Thurs¬ 
day  through  Monday.  At  all  other  times 
the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least 
12  hours  notice  is  given  to  the  San 
Joaquin  County  Department  of  Public 
Works,  Stockton. 

(il)  The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Company  bridge  near  Middle 
River  Station.  The  draw  shall  open  on 
signal  if  at  least  12  hours  notice  is  given 
the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Rail¬ 
way  Company  Yardmaster,  Stockton. 

(2)  Drawbridges  above  Woodward 
Canal  need  not  open  for  the  passage  of 
vessels. 

(d)  Old  River.  State  of  California 
highway  bridge  between  Victoria  Island 
and  Byron  Tract. 

(1)  From  May  1  through  October  31, 
the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  from  6  am. 
to  10  pm. 

(2)  From  November  1  through  April 
30,  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  from 
9  am  to  5  pm 

(3)  At  all  other  times,  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  4  hours  notice 
is  given  to  the  Rio  Vista  Bridge,  except 
that  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  If  at 
least  1  hours  notice  is  given  for  emer¬ 
gency  vessels  owned,  operated  or  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  United  States  or  the  State 
of  California,  for  commercial  vessels  en¬ 
gaged  in  rescue  or  emergency  salvage 
operations,  or  for  vessels  in  distress. 

(e)  Grant  Line  Canal.  San  Joaquin 
County  highway  bridge.  The  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  If  at  least  12  hours  notice 
is  given  to  the  San  Joaquin  County  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Works,  Stockton. 

(f)  Mokelumne  River.  (1)  State  of 
California  highway  bridge  at  East 
Isleton. 

(i)  From  May  1  through  October  31, 
the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  from  6  a.m. 
to  10  pm 

(il)  From  November  1  through  April 
SO,  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  from 
9  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

(ill)  At  all  other  times,  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  4  hours  notice 
Is  given  to  the  Rio  Vista  Bridge,  except 
that  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at 
least  1  hours  notice  is  given  for  emer¬ 
gency  vessels  owned,  operated,  or  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  United  States  or  the  State 
of  California,  for  commercial  vessels  en¬ 
gaged  In  rescue  or  emergency  salvage 
operations,  or  for  vessels  in  distress. 
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(2)  Sacramento  and  San  Joaquin 
Counties  highway  bridge  (Millers  Perry 
Bridge)  over  the  North  Pork  of  the 
Mokelumne  River  near  Walnut  Grove. 

(i)  Prom  May  15  through  September 
15  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal. 

(ii)  At  all  other  times  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  12  hours  notice 
is  given  to  the  San  Joaquin  County  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Works,  Stockton. 

(3)  San  Joaquin  County  highway 
bridge  over  the  South  Pork  of  the  Moke- 
lumne  River  at  New  Hope  Landing.  Upon 
notice  from  the  District  Commander  that 
an  emergency  exists  which  requires  the 
removal  of  the  span,  the  bridge  owner 
shall  take  out  the  removable  span 
expeditiously. 

(4)  Drawbridges  above  New  Hope 
Landing.  The  draws  of  these  bridges  need 
not  open  for  the  passage  of  vessels.  The 
owners  of  or  agencies  controlling  these 
bridges  shall  restore  the  draws  to  fill 
operation  within  6  months  of  notifica¬ 
tion  to  take  such  action  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  UJ3.  Coast  Guard. 

(g)  Little  Potato  Slough.  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  highway  bridge  at  Terminous. 

(1)  The  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
from  July  1  through  September  30  from 
8  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

(2)  At  all  other  times  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  4  hours  notice 
is  given  to  the  Rio  Vista  Bridge. 

(h)  Snodgrass  Slough,  drawbridges. 
The  draws  shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least 
24  hours  notice  is  given  to  the  owners’ 
agent  as  follows : 

(1)  Southern  Pacific  Transportation 
Company  bridge  —  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Company  Yardmaster, 
Roseville. 

(2)  Sacramento  County  highway 
bridge — Sacramento  County  Highway 
Department  office,  Sacramento. 

(i)  King  Island  Cut.  San  Joaquin 
County  highway  bridge  between  King 
Island  and  Biship  Tract.  The  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  12  hours  notice 
is  given  to  the  San  Joaquin  County  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Works,  Stockton. 

(j)  Honker  Cut.  San  Joaquin  County 
bridge,  between  Empire  Tract  and  King 
Island.  The  draw  shall  open  on  signal  if 
at  least  12  hours  notice  is  given  to  the 
San  Joaquin  County  Department  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Works,  Stockton. 

§  117.715  Georgians  Slough,  California, 
drawbridges. 

(a)  Opening  Signal.  One  long  blast  fol¬ 
lowed  by  one  short  blast. 

(b)  Sacramento  County  highway 
bridges  near  Isleton  and  Walnut  Grove. 
(1)  From  May  1  through  October  31,  the 
draws  shall  open  on  signal  from  6  a.m. 
to  10  p.m. 

(2)  From  November  1  through  April  30, 
the  draws  shall  open  on  signal  from  9 
a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

(3)  At  all  other  times,  the  draws  of 
these  bridges  shall  open  on  signal  if  at 
least  4  hours  notice  is  given  to  the  Rio 
Vista  Bridge,  except  that  the  draws  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  1  hours  notice 
is  given  for  emergency  vessels  owned,  op¬ 


erated  or  controlled  by  the  United  States 
or  the  State  of  California,  for  commer¬ 
cial  vessels  engaged  in  rescue  or  emer¬ 
gency  salvage  operations,  or  for  vessels  in 
distress. 

(c)  Southern  Pacific  railroad  bridge 
near  Isleton.  The  draw  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  in  the  fully  open  position;  except 
that  the  draw  may  close  for  the  passage 
of  trains.  When  the  draw  is  closed  and 
visibility  from  the  drawtender’s  station 
is  less  than  1  mile  up  or  down  the  chan¬ 
nel,  the  drawtender  shall  sound  2  long 
blasts  every  minute.  When  the  draw  is 
reopened,  the  drawtender  shall  sound  one 
long  blast  followed  by  one  short  blast. 

§  117.716  Sacramento  River  and  its  trib¬ 
utaries,  California. 

(a)  Sacramento  River.  (1)  Isleton  to 
American  River  junction,  drawbridges. 

(1)  From  May  1  through  October  31, 
the  draws  shall  open  on  signal  from  6 
a.m.  to  10  p.m. 

(ii)  From  November  1  through  April 
30,  the  draws  shall  open  on  signal  from 
9  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

(iii)  At  all  other  times,  the  draws 
shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  4  hours 
notice  is  given  to  the  Rio  Vista  Bridge, 
except  that  the  draws  shall  open  on  sig¬ 
nal  if  at  least  1  hour  notice  is  given  for 
emergency  vessels  owned,  operated  or 
controlled  by  the  United  States  or  the 
State  of  California,  for  commercial  ves¬ 
sels  engaged  in  rescue  or  emergency  sal¬ 
vage  operations,  or  for  vessels  in  dis¬ 
tress. 

(iv)  The  opening  signal  for  the  South¬ 
ern  Pacific  railway  and  highway  bridge 
at  Sacramento  is  one  long  blast  followed 
by  one  short  blast. 

(2)  American  River  junction  to  Chico 
Landing,  drawbridges.  The  draws  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  12  hours  no¬ 
tice  is  given  to  the  owners’  agents  as 
follows : 

(1)  Southern  Pacific  railroad  bridge  at 
Knights  Landing — Southern  Pacific 
Yardmaster,  Roseville. 

(ii)  State  of  California  highway  bridge 
at  Knights  Landing — State  Division  of 
Highway  Office,  Woodland. 

(iii)  State  of  California  highway  bridge 
at  Meridian — State  Division  of  Highways 
Office,  Marysville. 

(iv)  Colusa  County  highway  bridge  at 
Colusa — Colusa  County  Sheriff’s  office, 
Colusa. 

(v)  State  of  California  highway  bridge 
at  Butte  City — State  Division  of  High¬ 
ways  Office,  Gridley. 

(3)  Drawbridges  above  Chico  Landing. 
The  draws  of  these  bridges  need  not  open 
for  the  passage  of  vessels.  The  owners  of 
or  agencies  controlling  these  bridges  shall 
restore  the  draws  to  full  operation  within 
6  months  of  notification  to  take  such 
action  from  the  Commandant,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard. 

(b)  Steamboat  Slough,  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  highuxiy  bridge  at  the  head  of 
Grand  Island.  (1)  Opening  signal.  Two 
long  blasts  followed  by  one  short  blast. 

(2)  From  May  1  through  October  31, 
the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  from  6  a.m. 
to  10  p.m. 


(3)  At  all  other  times,  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  4  hours  notice 
is  given  to  the  Rio  Vista  Bridge,  except 
that  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at 
least  1  hours  notice  is  given  for  emer¬ 
gency  vessels  owned,  operated  or  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  United  States  or  the  State 
of  California,  for  commercial  vessels 
engaged  in  rescue  of  emergency  salvage 
operations,  or  for  vessels  in  distress. 

(c)  Miner  Slough.  State  of  California 
highway  between  the  northerly  end  of 
Ryer  Island  and  Holland  Tract.  The 
draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  12 
hours  notice  is  given  to  the  Rio  Vista 
Bridge. 

(d)  Sutter  Slough.  Sacramento  County 
highway  bridge  near  Courtland.  The 
draw  need  not  open  for  the  passage  of 
vessels.  The  owner  of  or  agency  con¬ 
trolling  the  bridge  shall  restore  the  draw 
to  full  operation  within  6  months  of 
notification  to  take  such  action  from 
the  Commander,  Twelfth  Coast  Guard 
District. 

(e)  American  River.  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  highway  bridge  at  Sacramento. 
The  draw  need  not  open  for  the  passage 
of  vessels. 

(f)  Lindsey  Slough.  The  center  span 
of  the  Hastings  Farms  highway  bridge 
between  Egbert  and  Lower  Hastings 
Tracts  shall  be  removed  if  at  least  72 
hours  notice  is  given  to  the  Hastings 
Farms  Office,  San  Francisco. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g) 
(2),  80  Stat.  937  (33  U.S.C.  499,  49  TT.S.C. 
1655(g)(2));  49  CFR  1.46(C)(5),  33  CFR 
1.06-1  (c)(4).) 

Dated:  May  20, 1974. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 
Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems. 

1FR  Doc.74-11943  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  573  ] 

(Docket  No.  74-9;  Notice  2] 

CHILD  RESTRAINTS 

Infant  Dummy  Specifications;  Extension  of 
Comment  Period 

This  notice  extends  the  comment 
period  of  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  for  a  revised  child  restraint  standard 
published  March  1. 1974  (39  FR  7959) ,  to 
June  27,  1974,  and  provides  notice  of  the 
availability  of  specifications  for  the  6- 
month-old  dummy  specified  for  testing 
in  the  proposal. 

The  Juvenile  Products  Manufacturers’ 
Association  has  requested  an  extension 
of  the  comment  period  to  at  least  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1974,  in  order  to  enable  associa¬ 
tion  members  to  obtain  facilities  for  test¬ 
ing  and  research,  to  determine  the  basis 
of  certain  proposed  requirements  and  to 
provide  an  opportunity  for  comment  on 
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specifications  for  the  6-month-old  dum¬ 
my,  which  the  notice  indicated  would  be 
forthcoming. 

The  NHTSA  has  decided  to  extend  the 
comment  period  for  30  days  to  permit 
comments  to  address  the  complete  speci¬ 
fications  for  the  6-month-old  dummy. 
The  complete  specifications  have  been 
placed  in  the  public  docket  (No.  74-9), 
Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  are  available  for 
public  Inspection  during  the  agency’s 
normal  working  hours  (7:45  a.m.  to  4:15 
p.m.).  The  nature  of  the  material  pro¬ 
hibits  its  ready  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  However,  copies  of  the 
material  will  be  forwarded  for  a  nominal 
charge  to  any  person  requesting  the  in¬ 
formation.  Requests  should  be  forwarded 
to  Mr.  Stanley  Backaitis,  NHTSA,  Room 
5320,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590;  phone  (202)  426-2264. 

The  request  for  an  extension  beyond 
the  30-day  period  is  denied.  Limitations 
with  respect  to  test  facilities  by  which 
Industry  members  wish  to  perform  the 
suggested  tests  are  not  viewed  by  the 
agency  as  a  satisfactory  basis  for  com¬ 
ment  period  extension.  The  materials 
supporting  the  proposed  requirements 
have  been  available  in  the  docket,  in 
generally  available  reference  literature, 
and  by  examination  of  current  and  past 
production  motor  vehicles. 

In  light  of  the  above,  the  comment 
closing  date  in  the  above-captioned  doc¬ 
ket  is  extended  for  30  days,  to  June  27, 
1974. 

(Secs.  103,  112,  114,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80 
St&t.  718  (15  XJB.C.  1932,  1401,  1403,  1407); 
delegations  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.51  and 
49  CFR  501.8.) 

Issued  on  May  22, 1974. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74-12103  FUed  5-22-74;  12:39  pm] 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Parts  25  and  121  ] 

[Docket  No.  12274;  Notice  74-16A] 

TRANSPORT  CATEGORY  TURBINE 
POWERED  AIRPLANES 

Fuel  System  Explosion  Prevention; 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposed  in  notice  74-16,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  4,  1974  (39 
FR  12260) ,  to  amend  Parts  25  and  121  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  to  re¬ 
quire  an  explosion  prevention  system  for 
each  fuel  tank  and  fuel  vapor  and  vent 
space  for  the  type  certification  of  turbine 
engine  powered  transport  category  air¬ 
planes.  In  addition,  notice  74-16  pro¬ 
posed  to  require  existing  turbojet  engine 
powered  airplanes  used  in  operations 
conducted  under  Parts  121  and  in  those 
operations  conducted  under  Parts  123 
and  135  that  are  subject  to  Part  121,  Sub¬ 
part  J,  to  be  equipped  with  such  explo¬ 


sion  prevention  means  by  certain  dates. 
The  notice  also  responded  to  a  petition 
of  the  Aviation  Consumer  Action  Proj¬ 
ect  (ACAP)  requesting  rule  making  to 
require  nitrogen  fuel  tank  inerting  sys¬ 
tems  on  all  transport  category  airplanes. 
Forty-five  days  were  provided  in  the 
notice  for  the  submission  of  comments 
by  interested  persons. 

The  Aerospace  Industries  Association 
of  America,  Inc.  (AIA)  and  the  Air 
Transport  Association  of  America  (ATA) 
have  requested  a  30  day  extension  of 
time  for  submission  of  comments.  ATA 
states  that  the  45  days  allotted  for  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  extremely  important  notice 
has  proven  to  be  inadequate  to  develop 
the  necessary  data.  AIA  states  that  a  30 
day  extension  is  necessary  to  permit  the 
exchange  of  views  by  ATA  members  and 
to  develop  an  association  approved  posi¬ 
tion  statement.  Without  the  requested 
extension,  ATA  states  that  it  will  not  be 
possible  for  the  ATA  to  respond  within 
the  time  specified  in  the  notice. 

The  International  Air  Transport  As¬ 
sociation  (LATA)  has  requested  that  the 
period  provided  for  the  submission  of 
comments  on  the  notice  be  extended  until 
July  4,  1974.  LATA  states  that  the  U.6. 
domestic  regulation  of  civil  aviation  is 
influential  and  is  often  followed  by 
similar  regulation  in  other  countries.  In 
addition,  LATA  states  that  the  proposed 
rule  would  affect  aircraft  that  would  be 
produced  for  foreign  registry.  For  those 
reasons,  LATA  states  it  is  necessary  that 
sufficient  time,  as  requested,  be  permitted 
in  order  that  internationally  coordinated 
comments  could  be  submitted  by  LATA. 

I  find  that  the  petitioners  have  shown 
a  substantive  interest  in  the  proposed 
amendments,  that  good  acuse  exists  for 
an  extension  of  the  comment  period  until 
July  4,  1974,  and  that  that  extension  is 
consistent  with  the  public  interest. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14 
CFR  11.45) ,  the  time  within  which  com¬ 
ments  on  notice  74-16  will  be  received  is 
extended  to  July  4, 1974. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  20, 
1974. 

C.  R.  Melcgin,  Jr., 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-12180  Filed  5-23-74;  10:02  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[  14  CFR  Parts  201,  211,  221,  261,  302, 
312,  399  ] 

[Docket  No.  26718] 

PREPARATION  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Policies  and  Procedures 

May  15,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  enactment  of  a  new  Part  312  of 
the  Procedural  Regulations  setting  forth 
its  policies  and  governing  procedures  for 
the  preparation  and  processing  of  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statements  and 


related  documents  pursuant  to  section 
102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  in  connection 
with  the  Board’s  regulatory  activities. 
The  new  part  would  replace  1399.110 
(Implementation  of  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969)  of  the 
Board’s  Statements  of  General  Policy, 
and  Implementing  amendments  are  pro¬ 
posed  for  Parts  201,  211,  221,  and  261  of 
the  Economic  Regulations  and  Part  302 
of  the  Procedural  Regulations. 

The  background  and  principal  features 
of  the  proposed  rules  are  described  in 
the  attached  Explanatory  Statement,  and 
the  proposals  are  set  forth  in  the  Pro¬ 
posed  Rules.  The  new  part  and  the 
amendments  are  proposed  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  204(a)  and  1001  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
72  Stat.  743,  788;  49  U.S.C.  1324, 1481  and 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  83  Stat.  852,  including  section 
102(2) (C). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  through  sub¬ 
mission  of  twelve  (12)  copies  of  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto,  addressed  to  the  Docket  Sec¬ 
tion.  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20428.  All  relevant  material  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  July  5,  1974,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Board  before  taking 
final  action  on  the  proposed  rules.  Copies 
of  such  communications  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Docket  Section  of  the  Board,  Room 
710,  Universal  Buildir^g,  1825  Connecticut 
Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  upon  receipt 
thereof. 

Those  persons  planning  to  file  com¬ 
ments  or  responsive  comments  who  wish 
to  be  served  with  such  comments  filed  by 
others,  and  are  willing  to  undertake  to 
serve  their  comments  on  others,  shall 
file  with  the  Docket  Section  at  the  above 
address  by  June  5,  1974,  a  request  to  be 
placed  on  the  Service  List  in  Docket  No. 
26718.  The  Service  List  will  be  prepared 
by  the  Docket  Section  and  sent  to  the 
persons  named  thereon.  The  persons  on 
the  Service  List  are  to  serve  each  other 
with  their  comments  or  responsive  com¬ 
ments  at  the  time  of  filing,  and  are  to  in¬ 
clude  appropriate  proof  of  service  (Rule 
8(e),  14  CFR  302.8(e))  with  each  filing. 

A  list  of  all  persons  filing  comments 
will  be  prepared  by  the  Docket  Section 
and  sent  to  the  persons  named  thereon. 
Responsive  comments  may  be  filed  by 
any  person  by  August  5,  1974,  and  com¬ 
ments  so  filed  will  be  considered  by  the 
Board.  In  addition  to  those  on  the  Serv¬ 
ice  List  who  filed  comments,  persons  fil¬ 
ing  responsive  comments  should  also 
serve  any  person  whose  comment  is  dealt 
with  in  their  responsive  comment. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Tseal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statement 

On  August  1, 1973,  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  published  its  revised 
guidelines  on  the  preparation  of  envi¬ 
ronmental  Impact  statements  (38  FR 
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20550,  et  seq.).  Section  1500.3  of  the 
guidelines  calls  on  Federal  agencies  hav¬ 
ing  procedures  Implementing  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA)  to  review  and  revise  them,  as 
may  be  necessary,  in  order  to  respond  to 
requirements  imposed  by  revised  guide¬ 
lines  as  well  as  by  previous  directives. 

The  present  Board  regulation  imple¬ 
menting  NEPA  is  contained  in  §  399.110 
of  its  Policy  Statements  (14  CFR 
399.110).  Conformance  with  the  guide¬ 
lines  requires  that  the  regulation  imple¬ 
menting  NEPA  be  in  the  form  of  a  pro¬ 
cedural  rule  rather  than  a  policy  state¬ 
ment.  Accordingly,  we  propose  to  repeal 
§  399.110  and  enact  in  its  place  a  new 
Part  312  as  set  forth  in  the  proposed 
rules.1 

The  Board’s  earlier  Policy  Statement 
made  clear  that  the  Board’s  relationship 
to  the  environment  is  peripheral  in  that 
agencies  other  than  the  Board  have 
authority  in  many  air  transport  related 
areas  which  permit  direct  regulation  of 
activities  affecting  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  and,  moreover,  exper¬ 
tise  in  these  areas  which  the  Board  lacks. 
Thus,  the  maintenance  of  clean  air,  the 
limitation  of  emissions  from  aircraft  and 
cars,  the  limitation  of  aircraft  noise  both 
from  engines,  flight  procedures  and  from 
the  location  of  airports  may  all  be  con¬ 
trolled  only  by  other  authorities. 

Furthermore,  NEPA  is  not  involved  in 
much  of  what  the  Board  does.  The  pre¬ 
ponderance  of  the  Board’s  actions  are  not 
“major"  and  do  not  “significantly"  af¬ 
fect  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment,  within  the  meaning  of  NEPA.  As 
a  result,  up  to  this  time,  the  Board  has 
had  occasion  to  issue  only  a  single  envi¬ 
ronmental  assessment  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  102(2)  (C)  of 'NEPA.  Moreover, 
many  Board  actions  must  be  acted  upon 
expeditiously  or  the  benefit  is  lost  ir¬ 
revocably.  For  these  reasons,  needless 
formalities,  which  create  delay  and  ex¬ 
pense,  are  to  be  avoided,  and  the  Board 
must  avoid  placing  itself  in  a  proce¬ 
dural  strait  jacket  which  would  defeat 
major  objectives  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act. 

Nevertheless,  the  Board  is  highly  sen¬ 
sitive  to  NEPA  and  its  requirements  and 
objectives  and  it  Intends  to  adhere  scru¬ 
pulously  to  NEPA’s  mandate  and  policies. 
We  believe  that  the  greatest  public  good 
will  flow  from  our  actions  if  they  accom¬ 
modate  the  objectives  of  both  NEPA  and 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act.  To  this  end, 
the  proposed  regulations  seek  not  only 
to  be  faithful  to  NEPA  and  the  protec¬ 
tion  and  enhancement  of  the  environ¬ 
ment,  but  also  to  the  practical  realities 
of  air  transportation  operations  to  the 
extent  that  they  are  essential  to  the 
achievement  of  the  promotional  and 
other  objectives  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act.  , 


1  In  light  of  our  action  herein,  we  shall 
dismiss  the  petition  for  rule  making  filed  by 
Life  of  the  Land  in  Docket  24949  for  amend¬ 
ment  of  $  399.110  because  amendments  along 
the  lines  suggested  by  Life  of  the  Land  have 
been  Incorporated  In  the  proposed  Part  312. 


In  §§  312.9  and  312.10  of  our  proposal, 
we  have  set  forth,  illustratively,  actions 
within  the  scope  of  our  regulatory  sphere 
which  may  have  a  potential  effect  on 
the  environment,  and,  again  illustra¬ 
tively,  the  kinds  of  effects  which  appear 
to  us  to  significantly  affect  the  environ¬ 
ment.  By  combining  the  type  of  action, 
licensing  for  example,  and  the  type  of 
environmental  effect,  “significant  in¬ 
crease  in  air  pollution"  for  example,  the 
principal  areas  which  may  require  de-s 
tailed  examination  in  the  interests  of 
environmental  protection  are  exposed. 
It  is  to  be  noted,  however,  that  pursuant 
to  §  312.9(b)  a  number  of  Board  actions 
will  not  normally  be  the  subject  of  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement.  These  actions  are  primarily 
temporary  suspensions  of  service,  emer¬ 
gency  or  temporary  exemptions,  rate 
proceedings  involving  suspensions,  in¬ 
terim  approvals  of  agreements,  other  like 
proceedings  where  time  is  of  the 
essence,  or  actions  taken  under  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

Subpart  E  of  the  regulations  sets  forth 
the  environmental  procedures.  First  of 
all,  provision  is  made  to  require  appli¬ 
cants  to  accompany  their  application 
with  an  “environmental  evaluation.” 
This  is  a  detailed  report  describing  the 
service  impact  of  the  application,  the 
environment  affected,  and  the  probable 
impact  on  the  environment  of  the  factors 
listed  in  section  102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA,  as 
restated  in  the  regulation,  and  the  spe¬ 
cific  factors  affecting  the  environment 
as  set  forth  in  $  312.10.  These  en¬ 
vironmental  evaluations  are  normally 
required  in  all  situations  covered  by 
§  312.9,  including  the  temporary  or 
emergency  situations  or  delegated  ac¬ 
tions  referred  to  in  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph.1  To  facilitate  their  preparation 
and  usefulness,  as  well  as  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  environmental  assessments 
which  are  discussed  below,  the  Board 
has  listed  in  Appendix  I  major  air 
transport  aircraft,  various  other  types 
of  aircraft,  and  the  engines  com¬ 
monly  used  with  such  aircraft,  setting 
forth  for  each  relevant  data  with  re¬ 
spect  to  aircraft  engine  pollutant  emis¬ 
sions,  aircraft  engine  noise,  and  fuel 
consumption.  All  persons  are  required  to 
use  these  standards  in  their  environ¬ 
mental  evaluations  or  explain  in  detail 
why  some  other  named  standard  should 
be  used  in  their  case. 

Once  the  application  (including  the 
environmental  evaluation)  is  filed,  along 


•The  Board  recognizes  that,  on  occasion, 
regulated  companies  must  request  special 
relief  on  short  notice  and  through  a  medium 
not  conducive  to  submitting  ari  environ¬ 
mental  evaluation.  An  example  Is  a  tele¬ 
graphic  request  for  exemption  to  fly  a  special 
flight  lrf  circumstances  where  the  need  for 
exemption  is  not  discovered  until  shortly 
before  flight  time.  Such  relief  would  not  or¬ 
dinarily  constitute  a  “major”  federal  action, 
within  the  meaning  of  NEPA.  Consequently, 
the  regulation  ($312.6)  grants  the  Board 
and  staff  authority  to  waive  the  require¬ 
ment  for  an  environmental  evaluation  in 
such  appropriate  circumstances. 


with  responsive  pleadings  where  appro¬ 
priate,  the  responsible  official  (as  set 
forth  in  §  312.8)  is  in  a  position  to  make 
the  initial  determination  with  respect  to 
environmental  impact.  In  making  the 
determination  the  official  has  access  to 
data  and  expertise  possessed  by  the  Board 
as  well  as  Board  precedent.  The  regula¬ 
tion  provides  him  with  one  of  three 
choices.  (1)  An  “Environmental  rejec¬ 
tion”  is  accomplished  by  a  summary  let¬ 
ter  where  the  official  finds  that  the  fed¬ 
eral  action  contemplated  is  not  “major” 
within  the  meaning  of  NEPA,  or  that  the 
resulting  environmental  consequences 
are  inconsequential,  frivolous  or  not 
cognizable  under  law.  (2)  An  “Environ¬ 
mental  negative  declaration”  is  a  docu¬ 
ment  used  where  the  official  finds  that, 
although  an  environmental  rejection  is 
not  called  for,  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  warranted.  The  declara¬ 
tion  is  not  in  summary  form  but  shall 
contain  the  reasons  for  its  use,  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  action  and  a  sum¬ 
mary  description  of  its  probable  environ¬ 
mental  impacts.  It  must  also  discuss  and 
explain  the  circumstances  why  no  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  is  being 
prepared  if  it  falls  within  one  of  a  series 
of  described  cases  where  that  result 
might  have  been  predicted  or  expected. 
In  some  unusual  or  complex  cases  the 
responsible  official  is  authorized  to  call 
for  further  information  and  to  follow 
draft  and  comment  procedures  normally 
reserved  for  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments.  (3)  An  “Environmental  impact 
statement”  is  employed  where  the  re¬ 
sponsible  official  believes  on  the  evidence 
available  to  him  that  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  may  reasonably  be  expected  to  result 
in  a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  environment. 
The  official  notifies  the  parties,  the  pub¬ 
lic,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  will  be  prepared.  The  notice 
does  not,  however,  preclude  the  subse¬ 
quent  issuance  of  a  negative  declaration. 

If  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  to  be  prepared  the  work  normally  will 
encompass  both  a  draft  and  a  final  state¬ 
ment.  Before  the  draft  statement  is  pre¬ 
pared  the  applicant  may  be  required  to 
submit  an  environmental  assessment 
containing  the  information  called  for 
by  the  responsible  official  in  order  to  per¬ 
mit  him  to  initiate  the  preparation  of  the 
draft  statement.  This  information  may 
be  similar  to  that  which  the  Board  has 
directed  carriers  to  provide  in  specific 
cases,  such  as  “Remanded  Reno-Port- 
land /Seattle  Nonstop  Service  Investiga¬ 
tion”,  Order  73-11-75,  but  affords  the  re¬ 
sponsible  official  an  opportunity  to  tailor 
his  request  to  the  specific  case  subject 
only  to  the  limitation  that  the  informa¬ 
tion  requested  be  relevant  and  material. 

Even  though  ultimate  responsibility 
for  preparation  of  environmental  impact 
statements  rests  with  the  Board,  it  will 
be  necessary  for  applicants  and  others  to 
furnish  substantial  additional  data  as 
specified  in  requests  of  responsible  of¬ 
ficials  to  permit  them  to  prepare  detailed 
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environmental  statements  as  contem¬ 
plated  by  NEPA.  The  Board  has  provided 
some  standards  in  Appendix  I  which  will 
be  of  assistance.  Rather  than  require  the 
voluminous  data  specified  In  earlier  ad 
hoc  orders  of  the  Board  it  would  be 
preferable  if  the  Board,  carriers,  and 
others  had  access  to  a  data  bank  from 
which  information  could  readily  be  ob¬ 
tained  on  significant  facts  used  repeti¬ 
tively  in  the  preparation  of  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statements.  In  addition  to 
data  on  engine  emissions,  noise  and  fuel 
consumption  by  aircraft  type,  it  would 
be  well  to  have  data  relating  to  individual 
airports  or  classes  of  airports  relating  to , 
annual  take-offs  and  landings  by  air¬ 
craft  type,  cumulative  pollution,  both 
gaseous  and  particulate,  cumulative 
noise  exposure,  etc.  The  availability  of 
such  data  would  enable  the  Board  to 
develop  and  establish  generic  standards 
with  respect  to  some  of  the  principal 
components  entering  into  the  prepara-- 
tion  of  environmental  statements.  Es¬ 
tablishment  of  such  generic  standards 
would  permit  their  use  in  all  cases.  This 
would  save  time  and  money  for  the  Board 
and  all  interested  parties,  would  speed 
up  environmental  determination,  and 
would  insure  greater  uniformity  and  ac¬ 
curacy  in  such  determinations.  Under 
these  circumstances,  suggestions  as  to 
how  such  a  data  bank  could  be  estab¬ 
lished  and  maintained,  and  its  content, 
would  be  of  great  usefulness  to  all  con¬ 
cerned  and  should  receive  the  fullest  and 
closest  attention  of  such  persons  in  filing 
their  comments  in  this  rule  making. 

Until  we  can  finalize  this  rule,  either 
In  its  present  or  a  modified  form,  and 
establish  such  generic  standards,  the  re¬ 
sponsible  official  will  use  environmental 
evaluations  and  assessments  and  all 
other  data  available  to  him  in  prepara¬ 
tion  of  a  draft  environmental  impact 
statement,  proceeding  on  an  ad  hoc  basis 
as  in  the  cited  case  (73-11-75) .  When  an 
impact  statement  is  prepared,  dealing 
with  the  factors  set  forth  in  NEPA.  the 
CEQ  guidelines  and  this  Part,  the  state¬ 
ment  will  be  circulated  for  written  com¬ 
ments  to  all  parties  to  a  proceeding,  the 
public.  CEQ.  EPA,  all  agencies  with  ex¬ 
pertise  in  the  environmental  areas  in¬ 
volved.  State  and  local  authorities,  etc., 
all  as  provided  in  §  312.14.  Upon  receipt 
and  consideration  of  comments  on  the 
draft,  a  final  environmental  impact 
statement  will  be  prepared  with  the 
comments  on  the  draft  statement  <or 
summaries  thereof)  attached.  Ordinarily 
hearings  will  not  be  held  on  the  formula¬ 
tion  of  the  staff  position  on  an  environ¬ 
mental  determination  whether  of  a  pre¬ 
liminary  or  final  nature.  However,  where 
the  action  under  consideration  requires 
a  hearing  by  statute  or  such  a  hearing 
has  been  ordered  by  the  Board,  the  final 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
Incorporated  in  the  record  and  be  the 
subject  of  the  hearing  process.  Such  a 
statement  may  be  altered  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  in  his  initial  or  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  or,  later,  by  the 
Board  in  its  final  decision.  Of  course, 
In  these  decisions  the  deciding  author¬ 


ity  will  balance  in  the  scales  any  environ¬ 
mental  impacts  found  along  with  trans¬ 
portation  needs  and  other  public  interest 
factors  in  determining  the  ultimate  dis¬ 
position  of  the  applications  presented  for 
decision. 

Proposed  Rule 

It  is  proposed  to  adopt  a  new  Part  312 
of  the  Procedural  Regulations  and  to 
amend  Parts  201,  211,  221  and  261  of  the 
Economic  Regulations,  Part  302  of  the 
Procedural  Regulations,  and  Part  399, 
Statements  of  General  Policy,  as  follows: 

PART  201— APPLICATIONS  FOR  CERTIFI¬ 
CATES  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND 
NECESSITY 

2.  Add  a  new  paragraph  <d)  to  §  201.4 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  201.4  General  provisions  roneerning 
contents. 

*  «  -  *  •  • 

(d)  Where  required  by  §§  312.12  and 

3  \14  of  this  chapter,  each  application 
shall  have  appended  to  it  an  Environ¬ 
mental  Evaluation  and  Environmental 
Assessment,  as  provided  in  those  sections. 


PART  211— APPLICATIONS  FOR  PERMITS 
TO  FOREIGN  AIR  CARRIERS 

3.  Add  a  new  paragraph  (e)  to  §  211.5 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  21 1.5  General  provisions  regarding 
contents. 

•  •  *  *  * 

<e)  Where  required  by  §§312.12  and 
312.14  of  this  chapter,  each  application 
shall  have  appended  to  it  an  Environ¬ 
mental  Evaluation  and  Environmental 
Assessment,  as  provided  in  those  sections. 


PART  221— CONSTRUCTION,  PUBLICA¬ 
TION,  FILING  AND  POSTING  OF  TARIFFS 
OF  AIR  CARRIERS  AND  FOREIGN  AIR 
CARRIERS 

4.  Amend  §  221.165(b)  <2>  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  221.165  Explanation  and  data  sup¬ 
porting  tariff  changes  and  new  or 
changed  matter,  including,  in  cases 
where  pertinent.  • 

*  *  *  *  * 

<b)  Economic  data  and/or  informa¬ 
tion  in  support  of  the  newr  or  changed 
matter,  including,  in  cases  where  perti¬ 
nent. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(2)  Estimates  of  the  aggregate  effect 
of  the  new  or  changed  matter  upon  such 
carrier’s  traffic,  schedules,  and  revenues, 
and  an  explanation  of  the  basis  for  the 
estimates  (including,  where  available, 
data  as  to  past  traffic,  schedules  and 
revenues) . 

*  *  *  *  • 

PART  261— FILING  OF  AGREEMENTS 

5.  Amend  the  Table  of  Contents  by 
adding  a  title  to  new  §  261.9  as  follows: 
Sec. 

261.9  Environmental  documents. 

6.  Add  a  new  §  261.9  to  read  as  follows: 


§  261.9  Environmental  documents. 

Where  required  by  S§  312.12  and  312.14 
of  this  chapter,  each  contract  or  agree¬ 
ment  filed  under  this  part  and  Subpart 
P  of  Part  302  of  this  chapter  shall  have 
appended  to  it  an  Environmental  Evalua¬ 
tion  and  Environmental  Assessment,  as 
provided  in  those  sections. 


PART  302— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN 
ECONOMIC  PROCEEDINGS 

7.  Amend  §  302.4(a)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  302.4  General  requirements  as  to  doc¬ 
uments. 

(a)  Contents.  In  case  there  is  no  rule, 
regulation,  or  order  of  the  Board  which 
prescribes  the  contents  of  a  formal  ap¬ 
plication,  petition,  complaint,  motion  of 
other  authorized  or  required  document, 
such  document  shall  contain  a  proper 
identification  of  the  parties  concerned,  a 
concise  but  complete  statement  of  the 
facts  relied  upon  and  the  relief  sought, 
and,  where  required  by  §§  312.12  and 
312.14  of  this  chapter,  such  document 
shall  have  appended  to  it  an  Environ¬ 
mental  Evaluation  and  Environmental 
Assessment,  as  provided  in  those  sections. 
•  *  •  •  • 


1.  Adopt  a  new  Part  312  of  the  Proce¬ 
dural  Regulations  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  312— IMPLEMENTATION  OF  THE 
NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY 
ACT,  INCLUDING  THE  PREPARATION 
OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATE¬ 
MENTS 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 

Sec. 

312.1  Purpose. 

312.2  Scope. 

312.3  Authority. 

312.4  Policy. 

312.5  Interpretations. 

312.6  Waivers  or  exemptions. 

Subpart  B — Definitions 

312.7  Definitions. 

Subpart  C — Designation  of  Responsible  Officials 

312.8  Designation  of  responsible  officials. 

Subpart  D — Identification  of  Major  Federal 
Actions  Significantly  Affecting  the  Environment 

312.9  Actions  with  a  potential  effect  on  the 

environment. 

312.10  Actions  significantly  affecting  the 

human  environment. 

Subpart  E — Environmental  Procedures 

312.11  General. 

312.12  Piling  of  environmental  evaluations 

by  applicants. 

312.13  Initial  determination  with  respect  to 

environmental  impact. 

312.14  Preparation  of  environmental  impact 

statements. 

312.15  Public  hearings  in  preparation  of  en¬ 

vironmental  impact  statements, 
negative  declarations  or  rejections. 

312.16  Time  limitations  on  use  of  environ¬ 

mental  impact  statements. 

Subpart  F — Final  Determinations 

312.17  Hearing  procedures. 

312.18  Initial,  recommended,  and  final  deci¬ 

sions. 
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Subpart  G — Miscellaneous  Provisions 

Sec. 

3X2.19  Required  lists. 

312.20  Costs  of  materials  distributed  to  the 
public. 

Appendix  I 
Appendix  II 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 
§  312.1  Purpose. 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (83  Stat.  852,  hereinafter 
called  NEPA)  authorizes  and  directs 
that,  to  the  fullest  extent  possible,  the 
policies,  regulations,  and  public  laws  of 
the  United  States  shall  be  interpreted 
and  administered  in  accordance  with  the 
policies  for  the  protection  and  enhance¬ 
ment  of  the  environment  set  forth  in 
NEPA,  thus  establishing  national  policy, 
goals  and  procedures  for  protecting  and 
enhancing  the  enviroment. 

(a)  This  statute  governs  all  Federal 
departments  and  agencies  and  requires 
positive  orientation  of  all  existing  ad¬ 
ministrative  policies  to  support  the  new 
mandate.  It  requires  that  an  explicit 
analysis  of  the  environmental  conse¬ 
quences  of  proposed  “major  Federal  ac¬ 
tions”  which  significantly  affect  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  human  environment  shall  be 
made  and  publicly  commented  upon 
prior  to  agency  decision  and  that  this 
detailed  environmental  statement  shall 
accompany  the  proposals  for  actions 
through  the  existing  agency  review  and 
decision  processes.  This  environmental 
statement  is  to  include  an  analysis  of 
the  physical,  social,  and  aesthetic  dimen¬ 
sions  of  the  environmental  efforts  to 
avoid  or  lessen  adverse  environmental 
consequences  by  means  of  modified  ap¬ 
proaches  or  alternatives. 

(b)  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  regulation 
to  establish  orderly  environmental  clear¬ 
ance  processes  within  the  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Board  (CAB  or  Board)  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  in  the  preparation  and 
utilization  of  environmental  statements 
and  comments. 

§  312.2  Scope. 

(a)  This  regulation  applies  to  all 
“Federal  actions”  as  defined  in  §  312.7. 
However,  this  regulation  shall  not  apply 
to  permits  of  Canadian  air  carriers  au¬ 
thorizing  casual,  occasional,  and  infre¬ 
quent  flights  with  small  aircraft  across 
the  Canada-United  States  border  or  the 
Canada-Alaska  border. 

(b)  Officials  designated  by  the  Board 
as  set  forth  in  §  312.8  are  responsible  for 
assuring  that  decisions  on  all  actions 
falling  within  the  scope  of  these  regu¬ 
lations  are  made  in  compliance  with 
NEPA  and  for  establishing  procedures 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  this 
regulation. 

§  312.3  Authority. 

(a)  NEPA  establishes  a  broad  national 
policy  to  promote  efforts  to  improve  the 
relationship  between  man  and  his  en¬ 
vironment  and  provides  for  the  creation 
of  a  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
(CEQ)  to  oversee  implementation  of  the 


policy.  NEPA  sets  out  certain  policies 
and  goals  concerning  the  environment 
and  requires  that,  to  the  fullest  extent 
possible,  the  policies,  regulations  and 
public  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
interpreted  and  administered  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  those  policies  and  goals. 

(b)  (1)  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA 
requires  that  all  agencies  of  the  Federal 
government  include  in  every  major  Fed¬ 
eral  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  a 
detailed  statement  on  the  environmental 
impact  of  such  action.  (2)  Prior  to  mak¬ 
ing  detailed  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments,  the  Board  is  adjured  to  consult 
with  and  obtain  the  comments  of  any 
Federal  agency  which  has  jurisdiction  by 
law  or  special  expertise  with  respect  to 
any  environmental  impact  involved,  a 
course  which  the  Board  will  follow. 

(c)  Guidelines  from  CEQ,  dated  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1973,  38  FR  20550,  set  forth  pro¬ 
cedures  which  must  be  followed  by  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  in  implementing  NEPA, 
including  consultation  with  the  agencies 
listed  in  Appendices  II  and  III  of  such 
guidelines. 

(d)  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
Circular  A-95  details  the  requirements 
for  State  and  local  review  of  environ¬ 
mental  statements  required  by  section 
102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA. 

(e)  Executive  Order  11514,  35  FR  4247, 
orders  all  Federal  agencies  to  initiate 
procedures  needed  to  direct  their  policies, 
plans  and  programs  so  as  to  meet  na¬ 
tional  environmental  goals. 

(f)  Section  204(a)  of  the  Act  author¬ 
izes  the  Board  to  establish  such  rules, 
regulations  and  procedures  as  are  nec¬ 
essary  to  the  exercise  of  its  functions  and 
are  consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the 
Act. 

§  312.4  Policy. 

(a)  General.  It  is  the  policy  of  the 
Board  to  implement  NEPA  and  related 
executive  branch  guidance  documents  on 
the  environment  as  fully  as  statutory  au¬ 
thority  permits  and  to  orient  the  Board’s 
administrative  policies  under  the  Act  to¬ 
ward  the  broad  national  goal  of  preserv¬ 
ing  and  enhancing  the  environment.  In 
this  goal,  environmental  quality  factors 
are  to  be  considered  in  the  decision¬ 
making  process  at  the  earliest  possible 
time.  Adverse  environmental  effects 
should  be  avoided  or  minimized,  and  en¬ 
vironmental  quality  previously  lost 
should  be  restored  to  the  fullest  extent 
possible. 

(b)  Implementation.  The  implemen¬ 
tation  of  this  policy  shall  consist  of  an 
environmental  review  of  all  major  ac¬ 
tions  determined  by  this  agency  to  po¬ 
tentially  affect  the  environment.  Envi¬ 
ronmental  statements  shall  be  prepared 
on  all  major  Federal  actions  significantly 
affecting  the  environment  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  NEPA.  The  policies 
and  goals  set  forth  in  NEPA  are  supple¬ 
mentary  to  those  set  forth  in  the  exist¬ 
ing  authorization  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board.  The  Board  shall  interpret  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  NEPA  as  supplemental  to  its 
existing  authority  and  as  a  mandate.  It 


will  view  traditional  policies  and  missions 
in  the  light  of  national  environmental 
objectives. 

(c)  Other  statutes.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible  statements  of  findings  concerning 
environmental  impacts  required  by  other 
statutes  such  as  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966  (16  U.S.C.  470, 
et  seq.),  will  be  incorporated  into  the 
preparation  of  environmental  impact 
statements  to  yield  a  single  document. 

(d)  Public  notice  and  availability.  The 
Board  will  insure  timely  public  informa¬ 
tion  and  understanding  of  its  actions 
which  may  have  a  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  in  order  to  obtain  the 
views  of  interested  parties.  A  list  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  actions  for  which  environ¬ 
mental  statements  are  being  prepared 
and  negative  declarations  filed  will  be 
maintained  by  the  Board  in  its  Public 
Reference  Room.  This  list  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  CEQ  for  publication. 

(e)  Proceedings  in  progress.  (1)  Pro¬ 
ceedings  in  progress  at  the  effective  date 
of  this  part  (those  in  which  an  applica¬ 
tion  has  been  docketed)  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  to  the  fullest  extent  feasible  by 
the  procedures  set  forth  in  this  part. 
To  the  extent  that  compliance  with  this 
part  is  not  in  the  interests  of  fair  and 
efficient  administration,  proceedings  in 
progress  shall  be  governed  by  the  proce¬ 
dures  set  forth  in  former  §  399.110  of  the 
Board’s  Policy  Statements.  (2)  Nothing 
in  paragraph  (1),  above,  shall  be  deemed 
to  relieve  any  person  or  party  from  com¬ 
plying  with  any  Board  order  directing 
the  submission  of  environmental  impact 
data  in  any  proceeding  in  progress. 

§  312.5  Interpretations. 

Written  interpretations  with  respect  to 
the  meaning  of  the  regulations  in  this 
Part  will  be  rendered  only  by  the  Board’s 
Environmental  Coordinator.  However, 
unless  specifically  authorized  by  the 
Board  in  writing,  no  such  interpretation 
and  no  oral  interpretation  will  be  recog¬ 
nized  as  binding  upon  the  Board. 

§  312.6  Waivers  or  exemptions. 

The  Board  may,  upon  application  of 
any  interested  person  or  upon  its  own 
initiative,  grant  such  waivers  or  exemp¬ 
tions  from  the  regulations  of  this  Part 
as  it  determines  are  authorized  by  law 
and  are  otherwise  in  the  public  interest.’ 
Among  other  cases,  the  Board,  or  staff 
members  to  whom  authority  to  act  on  the 
particular  request  has  been  delegated  by 
Part  385  of  this  chapter,  may  waive  the 
requirement  that  an  environmental 
evaluation  accompany  a  request  if  it  is 
found  in  writing,  first,  that  the  proposed 
Federal  action  is  not  “major,”  within  the 


*  Unless  otherwise  directed,  a  1  402  pro¬ 
ceeding  for  the  same  route  right  or  rights 
described  in  a  duly  executed  air  transport 
agreement  with  the  United  States  need  not 
duplicate  the  earlier  compliance  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  with  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  incident  to  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  such  agreement. 
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meaning  of  NEPA,  and,  second,  that  re¬ 
quiring  the  submission  of  a  written  en¬ 
vironmental  evaluation  is  impractical  be¬ 
cause  of  time  limitations  and  would  lead 
to  delay  having  the  effect  of  denying  the 
relief  requested.  Such  staff  decisions  are 
subject  to  review  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  C  of  Part  385  of 
this  chapter. 

Subpart  B — Definitions 
§  312.7  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part : 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  as  amended. 

(b)  “Application”  includes  an  applica¬ 
tion,  petition,  motion,  contract  or  agree¬ 
ment  filed  under  Subpart  P  of  Part  302 
of  this  subchapter,  or  other  formal  re¬ 
quest  for  relief,  but  does  not  include  the 
filing  of  a  tariff  under  section  403  of  the 
Act  and  Part  221  of  this  chapter  or  a 
registration  statement  under  Part  298. 

(c)  “Environmental  evaluation”  is  a 
report  to  accompanying  each  application 
as  provided  in  §  312.12  consisting  of  mat¬ 
ter  relating  to  the  potential  environ¬ 
mental  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 
The  purpose  of  this  report  and  any 
responses  thereto,  together  with  the 
Board’s  own  information,  is  to  determine 
whether  an  environmental  Impact  state¬ 
ment  should  be  prepared. 

(d)  “Environmental  assessment”  Is 
information  to  be  provided  to  the  Board 
as  set  forth  in  §  312.14(b)  in  those  in¬ 
stances  where  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  to  be  prepared. 

(e)  “Environmental  impact”  is  any 
alteration  of  environmental  conditions  or 
creation  of  a  new  set  of  environmental 
conditions,  adverse  or  beneficial,  caused 
or  induced  by  the  action  or  set  of  actions 
under  consideration. 

(f)  “Environmental  Impact  state¬ 
ment”  is  a  complete  and  fully  compre¬ 
hensive  environmental  assessment  in¬ 
cluding  formal  review  by  other  Federal, 
State  and  local  agencies  as  prescribed  by 
section  102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA.  The  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  is  com¬ 
prised  of  two  stages,  draft  and  final. 

(g)  “Environmental  negative  declara¬ 
tion”  is  a  written  determination  by  the 
responsible  official,  after  review  of  the 
applicant’s  environmental  evaluation, 
any  response  thereto,  and  other  available 
information,  that  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  is  not  necessary.  The  dec¬ 
laration  will  set  forth  the  reasons  for  the 
conclusion  reached. 

(h)  “Environmental  rejection”  is  a 
summary  letter  rejecting  the  presence 
of  environmental  issues  in  any  matter  in 
which  such  contentions  are  of  an  incon¬ 
sequential  or  frivolous  nature  or  the  Fed¬ 
eral  action  is  not  “major.” 

(i)  “Federal  actions”  includes  the  en¬ 
tire  range  of  activity  undertaken  by  the 
Board.  Actions  include: 

1.  Lloenslng  proceedings; 

2.  Mergers,  acquisitions,  and  control  pro¬ 
ceedings; 

8.  Rate-making  proceedings  other  than 
suspension  cases; 

4.  Contract  or  agreement  approvals; 

5.  Rule  making; 

6.  Legislative  proposals. 


(j)  “Major  Federal  action”  is  any  Fed¬ 
eral  action  which  requires  the  substan¬ 
tial  commitment  of  resources  or  trig¬ 
gers  such  a  substantial  commitment  by 
another. 

(k)  “NEPA”  means  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

(l)  “Point”  means  any  airport  or  place 
within  the  United  States  or  a  Territory 
or  possession  of  the  United  States  where 
aircraft  may  be  landed  or  taken  off,  in¬ 
cluding  the  area  within  a  10-mile  radius 
of  such  airport  or  place. 

(m)  “Significantly  affecting  the  envi¬ 
ronment”  means  a  determination  taking 
into  consideration : 

(1)  The  extent  to  which  the  action  will 
cause  adverse  environmental  effects  in 
excess  of  those  created  by  existing  uses 
in  the  area  affected  by  it;  and 

(2)  The  absolute  quantitative  adverse 
environmental  effects  of  the  action  itself, 
including  the  cumulative  harm  that  re¬ 
sults  from  its  contribution  to  existing 
adverse  conditions  or  uses  in  the  affected 
area. 

(n)  “Staff"  means  the  responsible  of¬ 
ficials  of  the  Board  referred  to  in  5  312.8. 

(o)  “Substantially  greater  or  less  serv¬ 
ice”  means  an  increase  or  decrease  in  the 
number  of  flights  at  a  point  which  is 
substantial  judged  by  the  number  and 
kind  of  other  flights  at  the  point  and  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  change 
judged  by  the  standards  of  S  312.10. 

Subpart  C — Designation  of  Responsible 
Officials 

§  312.8  Designation  of  responsible 
officials. 

(a)  The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Eco¬ 
nomics  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Operating  Rights,  or  their  designees, 
are  assigned  the  responsibility  of  prepar¬ 
ing  environmental  impact  statements 
and  related  documents  and  taking  other 
actions  in  connection  therewith,  as  set 
forth  in  this  part.  Other  staff  of  the 
Board  may  be  assigned  these  responsi¬ 
bilities,  as  appropriate. 

(b)  Any  other  official  of  the  Board 
who  has  been  delegated  authority  to  take 
action  for  the  Board  pursuant  to  Part 
385  of  the  Board’s  Organization  Regula¬ 
tions  1s  assigned  the  responsibility  of 
preparing  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments  and  related  documents  and  taking 
environmental  actions  in  connection 
therewith  with  respect  to  such  delegated 
matters. 

(c)  The  Board’s  Environmental  Coor¬ 
dinator  shall  be  the  liaison  official  for 
the  Board  with  the  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality,  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  and  the  other  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  concerning  environ¬ 
mental  matters.  Duties  of  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Coordinator  include : 

(1)  Responsibility  to  insure  that  the 
actions  with  respect  to  the  fulfillment  of 
NEPA  are  coordinated. 

(2)  Provision  for  procedural  and  sub¬ 
stantive  training  on  environmental  Is¬ 
sues,  policy,  procedures,  and  require¬ 
ments. 

(3)  Provision  of  guidance  In  the  prep¬ 
aration  and  processing  of  environmen¬ 
tal  Impact  statements. 


(4)  Participation  in  policy  formula¬ 
tion,  as  necessary,  in  the  application  of 
the  requirements  of  NEPA. 

(5)  Provision  of  written  interpreta¬ 
tions  of  the  meaning  of  the  regulations 
in  this  Part. 

(6)  Preparation  of  an  annual  report 
for  submission  to  CEQ  consisting  of  a 
review  of  the  year’s  activities  in  carrying 
out  the  Board’s  responsibilities  under 
NEPA. 

(7)  Preparation  of  a  quarterly  list  of 
all  negative  declarations  and  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statements  for  submission 
to  CEQ. 

Subpart  D — Identification  of  Major  Federal 

Actions  Significantly  Affecting  the  En¬ 
vironment 

§  312.9  Actions  with  a  potential  effect  on 
the  environment. 

(a)  The  following  are  the  types  of 
Federal  actions  which  require  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  environmental  evaluation: 

(1)  Licensing  proceedings  under  sec¬ 
tion  401  or  402  of  the  Act. 

(2)  Proceedings  involving  agreements 
filed  under  section  412,  merger  or  other 
proceedings  under  section  408,  exemp¬ 
tion  proceedings  under  section  101(3)  or 
416(b),  and  rate  proceedings  instituted 
by  the  Board  under  section  1002  of  the 
Act,  but  only  where  they  may  demon¬ 
strably  result 

(1)  in  the  authorization  of  service  to  a 
point  not  previously  served  by  air  trans¬ 
portation; 

(ii)  in  substantially  greater  or  less 
service  or  traffic  in  a  market  or  to  a 
point; 

(ill)  In  first  or  additional  service  to  a 
point  by  helicopter,  V/STOL  aircraft  or 
supersonic  aircraft  or  in  the  elimination 
or  reduction  of  such  service; 

(iv)  in  first  or  additional  service  to  a 
point  within  which  is  located.  In  whole 
or  part,  a  national  park,  national  his¬ 
toric  park,  national  military  park  or  na¬ 
tional  monument  (excluding  the  Statue 
of  Liberty  or  any  national  monument 
located  within  a  city  limits)  or  in  the 
limitation  or  reduction  of  such  service; 
or 

(v)  in  any  change  in  service,  the  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  of  which  is  likely  to 
be  highly  controversial. 

(3)  Rule  making  and  legislative  pro¬ 
posals  which,  if  adopted,  might  result  in 
changes  in  service  as  described  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a)(2)  (i),  (ii)  (iii),  (iv)  or  (v) 
of  this  section. 

(4)  Other  actions  which  require  the 
substantial  commitment  of  resources  or 
trigger  such  a  substantial  commitment 
by  another  as  determined  by  the  Board 
to  possibly  have  a  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  environment. 

(b)  Environmental  evaluations  are  re¬ 
quired  even  though  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statements  will  not  normally  be  pre¬ 
pared  In  connection  with  other  types  of 
Board  actions.  In  particular,  Impact 
statements  will  not  normally  be  prepared 
even  though  evaluations  have  been  filed 
in  connection  with  temporary  suspen¬ 
sions  under  section  401(j)  of  the  Act, 
emergency  or  temporary  exemptions  un¬ 
der  sections  101(3)  or  416(b)  of  the  Act, 
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rate  proceedings  involving  suspensions 
under  sections  1002  (g)  or  (j)  of  the  Act, 
interim  approval  of  agreements  under 
section  412,  other  like  proceedings  where 
time  is  of  the  essence,  or  actions  taken 
under  delegated  authority. 

§  312.10  Actions  significantly  affecting 
the  human  environment. 

(a)  Actions  significantly  affecting  the 
human  environment  are  not  limited  to, 
but  include  actions  which  would: 

(1)  Lead  to  a  significant  increase  in 
air  pollution: 

(2)  Lead  to  a  significant  increase  in 
the  ambient  noise  level  for  a  substantial 
number  of  people; 

(3)  Destroy  or  significantaly  derogate 
from  an  important  recreation  area; 

(4)  Have  a  significant  effect  upon 
areas  of  historical  significance,  cultural 
significance,  education,  or  scientific  sig¬ 
nificance; 

(5)  Have  significantly  adverse  aes¬ 
thetic  or  visual  effect;  or 

(6)  Have  a  detrimental  effect  on  the 
safety  of  the  community. 

(b)  In  determining  if  an  action  is  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly  affect¬ 
ing  the  environment  the  Board  will  con¬ 
sider  the  following: 

(1)  Actions  which  have  become  en¬ 
vironmentally  controversial; 

(2)  Actions  or  a  complex  of  actions 
which  are  individually  limited  but  cumu¬ 
latively  have  an  environmental  impact; 

(3)  Actions  which  have  both  beneficial 
environmental  effects  and  detrimental 
effects  even  if  it  is  believed  that  on  bal¬ 
ance  the  effect  will  be  beneficial; 

(4)  Secondary  or  indirect  effects  gen¬ 
erated  through  the  implementation  of  a 
Board  action  through  private  associated 
investments  and  changed  patterns  of 
social  and  economic  activity ; 

(5)  Actions  that  would  have  little  im¬ 
pact  in  an  urban  area  but  may  have  a 
significant  impact  in  a  rural  setting  or 
vice  versa. 

Subpart  E — Environmental  Procedures 
§  312.11  General. 

The  purpose  of  environmental  review 
procedures  established  by  these  regula¬ 
tions  is  to  determine  whether  a  proposed 
Board  action  is  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment. 

§  312.12  Filing  of  environmental  evalu¬ 
ations  by  applicants. 

(a)  Except  where  a  waiver  or  exemp¬ 
tion  has  been  granted  under  §  312.6, 
every  person  filing  an  application  falling 
within  the  scope  of  §  312.9  shall  attach 
to  such  application  an  environmental 
evaluation,  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section. 

(b)  An  environmental  evaluation  shall 
contain : 

(1)  A  description  of  the  service  and 
traffic  impact  of  the  application  should 
It  be  granted,  including  the  number  of 
flights  which  would  be  increased  or  de¬ 
creased  in  each  specified  market,  their 
time  of  departure  and  arrival,  the  type 
of  aircraft  used  or  to  be  used  for  such 


flights,  the  airports  used  or  to  be  used, 
and  the  change  in  traffic  which  is  fore¬ 
cast. 

(2)  A  description  of  the  environment 
at  the  points  affected  and  a  discussion 
of  the  following  considerations : 

(i)  The  probable  impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  on  the  environment,1  in¬ 
cluding,  to  the  fullest  extent  possible,  the 
foreign  environment  where  applicable; 

(ii)  Any  probable  adverse  environ¬ 
mental  effects  which  cannot  be  avoided 
should  the  proposal  be  implemented; 

(iii)  Alternatives  to  the  proposed 
action; 

(iv)  The  relationship  between  local 
short-term  uses  of  man’s  environment 
and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement 
of  long-term  productivity  ;  and 

(v)  Any  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources  which  would 
be  involved  in  the  proposed  action  should 
it  be  implemented. 

(3)  The  evaluation  shall  also  address 
itself  to  each  of  the  considerations  set 
forth  in  §  312.10. 

(4)  The  evaluation  should  to  the  full¬ 
est  extent  possible  utilize  the  data  set 
forth  in  Appendix  I,  hereto.  If  it  is  not 
so  used,  a  detailed  explanation  of  the 
reasons  for  any  variations  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  evaluation. 

§  312.13  Initial  determination  with  re¬ 
spect  to  environmental  impact. 

After  an  application  is  filed  and  appro¬ 
priate  responses  have  been  made  the 
responsible  official,  after  consideration  of 
such  filings  and  other  available  data,6 
shall  make  an  initial  determination  with 
respect  to  environmental  impact  as 
follows: 

(a)  Environmental  rejection.  If  he 
finds  that  the  Federal  actioh  contempla¬ 
ted  is  not  “major”  in  character,  within 
the  meaning  of  NEPA,  or  that  the  result¬ 
ing  environmental  consequences  are  in¬ 
consequential,  frivolous  or  not  cognizable 
under  law,  he  shall  send  a  summary  let¬ 
ter  to  the  party  raising  the  objection  or, 
if  there  is  none,  issue  a  summary  notice 
stating  his  finding.  The  letter  or  notice 
shall  be  termed  an  environmental  re¬ 
jection. 

(b)  Environmental  negative  declara¬ 
tion.  If  the  responsible  official  finds  that 
although  an  environmental  rejection  is 
not  called  for,  nevertheless  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  neces¬ 
sary,  he  shall  prepare  an  environmental 
negative  declaration  stating  those  facts 
and  the  reasons  for  reaching  such  con¬ 
clusions.  The  declaration  shall  also  set 


♦Include  a  description  of  any  beneficial 
Impact  which  may  result  from  increased  air 
service  or  any  adverse  environmental  im¬ 
pact  which  may  result  from  decreased  air 
service,  e.g„  a  reduction  or  increase,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  intercity  highway  traffic  with  at¬ 
tendant  decrease  or  Increase  in  exhaust 
emissions,  congestion,  or  noise. 

•The  responsible  official  may  request  such 
additional  relevant  and  material  data  from 
the  applicants  or  others  as  he  deems  neces¬ 
sary  for  his  initial  determination,  and  all 
such  persons  shall  comply  therewith. 


forth  a  description  of  the  proposed  action 
and  a  summary  description  of  its  prob¬ 
able  environmental  impacts.  In  addition, 
if  it  has  been  identified  in  §  312.9  as  an 
action  normally  having  a  potential  effect 
on  the  environment,  or  it  is  similar  to 
actions  for  which  a  significant  number  of 
environmental  impact  statements  have 
been  prepared,  or  if  the  action  has 
previously  been  included  in  the  list  of 
proceedings  for  which  environmental 
impact  statements  are  being  prepared, 
or  if  the  proposed  action  has  been  the 
subject  of  a  request  by  CEQ  for  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  the  negative  declaration 
shall  discuss  and  explain  the  applicable 
circumstances. 

(c)  Environmental  impact  statements. 
If  the  responsible  official  believes  that 
the  proposed  action  may  reasonably  be 
expected  to  result  in  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  based  on  the 
standards  of  §§  312.9  and  312.10  he  shall 
notify  the  parties,  the  public  (through 
appropriate  news  releases  and  inclusion 
on  a  list  in  the  Public  Reference  Room) , 
and  the  EPA  and  CEQ  (through  the 
periodic  submission  of  lists) ,  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  in  the  particular  matter. 

§  312.14  Preparation  of  environmental 
impact  statements. 

(a)  General.  Upon  a  determination 
that  a  proposed  action  may  have  a  sig¬ 
nificant  effect  upon  the  environment, 
the  staff  will  undertake  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement.  The 
impact  statement  is  normally  comprised 
of  two  stages:  draft  and  final.  The  draft 
statement  must  satisfy  to  the  fullest  ex¬ 
tent  possible,  at  the  time  the  draft  is 
prepared,  the  requirements  estab¬ 
lished  for  final  statements  by  section 
102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA.  Each  draft  and 
final  environmental  statement  will  be 
accompanied  by  a  summary  sheet  in  the 
form  set  forth  in  Appendix  II.  An  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement  shall  be 
prepared  early  enough  to  be  part  of  the 
decision-making  process  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  to  which  it  relates. 

(b)  Environmental  assessments.  Prior 
to  the  preparation  of  a  draft  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement,  negative  dec¬ 
laration  or  rejection,  an  applicant  or 
other  person  may  be  required  to  supply 
additional  information  in  the  form  of  an 
environmental  assessment.  The  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  will  contain  such 
relevant  and  material  information  as  the 
responsible  official  shall  deem  neces¬ 
sary,  will  utilize  the  data  set  forth  in 
Appendix  I  (unless  otherwise  fully  ex¬ 
plained),  and  will  contain  sufficient 
information  to  enable  the  responsible 
official  to  begin  preparation  of  a  draft 
environmental  impact  statement.  After 
receipt  of  an  environmental  assessment, 
the  responsible  official  may  revise  his 
judgment  that  an  impact  statement  is 
required  and,  in  lieu  thereof,  may  pre¬ 
pare  an  environmental  negative  declara¬ 
tion.  In  such  circumstances,  the  respon¬ 
sible  official  may  conclude  nevertheless 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  102 — FRIDAY,  MAY  24,  1974 


182W 


PROPOSED  RUIES 


that  the  unusual  complexity  or  contro¬ 
versial  nature  of  the  case  requires  that 
the  negative  declaration  should  be  cir¬ 
culated  for  comment  as  would  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement.  Where 
such  a  determination  is  made,  the  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  the  preparation  of 
environmental  impact  statements  shall, 
to  the  extent  practicable,  govern  the 
preparation  of  the  environmental  nega¬ 
tive  declaration. 

(c)  Draft  environmental  impact 
statements.  In  preparing  draft  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statements  the  staff  shall 
take  into  account  the  guidelines  set 
forth  in  40  CFR  1500.7-1500.8  (39  FR 
20552-3).  Draft  statements  shall  set 
forth  in  detail:  (1)  The  environmental 
impact  of  the  proposed  or  contemplated 
action;  (2)  any  adverse  environmental 
effects  which  cannot  be  avoided  should 
the  proposed  or  contemplated  action  be 
implemented;  (3)  alternatives  to  the 
proposed  or  contemplated  action;  (4) 
the  relationship  between  local  short¬ 
term  uses  of  man’s  environment  and 
the  maintenance  and  enhancement  of 
long-term  productivity;  and  (5)  any 
irreversible  and  irretrievable  commit¬ 
ments  of  resources  which  would  be  in¬ 
volved  in  the  proposed  or  contemplated 
action  should  it  be  Implemented. 

In  some  cases  draft  environmental 
impact  statements  may  be  prepared  by 
private  consultants.  In  all  cases  the 
Board  will  make  its  own  evaluation  of 
the  environmental  issues  and  take  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  scope  and  content 
of  draft  and  final  environmental  impact 
statements. 

(d)  Filing  and  distribution  of  draft 
environmental  impact  statements.  As 
soon  as  they  have  been  prepared,  draft 
environmental  impact  statements  shall 
be  filed  in  the  Docket  Section  of  the 
Board  and  distributed  to  CEQ.  to  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  and  any 
party  to  or  Rule  14  participant  in  a 
proceeding,  those  Federal  agencies  that 
have  special  expertise  or  jurisdiction 
by  law  with  respect  to  any  environ¬ 
mental  impacts  involved  and  which  are 
authorized  to  develop  and  enforce  rele¬ 
vant  environmental  standards  (see  Ap¬ 
pendices  II  and  III  to  40  CFR  1500  (38 
FR  20557-62) ) ,  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  the  appropriate  State 
and  local  agencies  authorized  to  develop 
and  enforce  relevant  environmental 
standards  and  the  appropriate  State, 
regional,  and  metropolitan  clearing 
houses,  and  the  Department  of  State, 
where  the  proposed  or  contemplated 
action  will  have  significant  international 
environmental  effects. 

(e)  Requests  for  comments  on  draft 
statements.  Draft  statements  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  or  include  a  request  for 
comments  on  the  proposed  action  and 
on  the  draft  statement,  normally  within 
forty-five  (45)  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  the 
notice  of  availability  described  herein, 
through  submission  of  an  original  and 
nineteen  (19)  copies  of  such  comments 
addressed  to  the  Docket  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  DC. 


20428.  A  summary  notice  of  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  the  statement  and  an  opportunity 
to  comment  thereon  and  the  manner  of 
doing  so  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  together  with  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  comments  so  received  will  be 
available  to  the  public.  News  releases  will 
also  be  provided  to  local  newspapers  in 
affected  areas  and  other  appropriate 
media  which  will  include  the  information 
contained  in  the  summary  notioe. 

(f)  Final  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments.  After  receipt  of  comments  on  the 
draft  statement,  the  staff  will  prepare  a 
final  environmental  impact  statement  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  for 
draft  statements.  To  the  extent  that  op¬ 
posing  professional  views  and  responsi¬ 
ble  opinion  on  the  environmental  effects 
of  the  proposed  or  contemplated  action 
have  not  been  discussed  in  the  draft 
statement  and  are  brought  to  attention 
through  the  commenting  process,  the  en¬ 
vironmental  effect  of  the  action  will  be 
reviewed  in  the  light  of  those  comments. 
In  such  case,  meaningful  reference  will 
be  made  in  the  final  statement  to  the 
existence  of  any  responsible  opposing 
view  not  discussed  in  the  draft  state¬ 
ment,  Indicating  the  response  to  the  is¬ 
sues  raised.  All  substantive  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  the  draft  statement  (or  sum¬ 
maries  thereof  where  response  has  been 
exceptionally  voluminous)  will  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  final  statement,  whether  or 
not  each  such  comment  is  thought  to 
merit  Individual  discussion  in  the  text  of 
the  statement.  The  final  statement  will 
be  filed  and  distributed  in  the  same 
manner  as  specified  for  draft  statements 
to  those  who  submitted  substantive  com¬ 
ments  on  the  draft  statement,  except  that 
in  any  case  the  final  statement  will  be 
distributed  tp  CEQ,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge  and  any  parties  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing,  and  any  person  requesting  a  copy, 
subject  to  1 312.20.  The  final  Impact 
statements  and  any  substantive  com¬ 
ments  received  on  the  draft  statement 
will  be  considered  in  the  Board’s  review 
and  decision-making  processes. 

§  312.15  Public  hearings  in  preparation 
of  environmental  impact  statements, 
negative  declarations  or  rejections. 

Public  hearings  will  not  normally  be 
held  for  the  formulation  of  documents 
reflecting  the  staff  position  on  an  en¬ 
vironmental  determination  whether  of  a 
preliminary  or  final  nature.  This  is  par¬ 
ticularly  true  in  connection  with  pro¬ 
posed  actions  which  do  not  require  notice 
and  hearing  as  a  prerequisite  to  decision 
under  the  Act.  In  such  cases  hearings 
would  only  be  ordered  in  exceptional  cir¬ 
cumstances  where  the  proposal  was  of 
great  magnitude  (in  terms  of  cost,  geog¬ 
raphy,  and/or  commitment),  or  wide¬ 
spread  public  interest,  and  presenting 
complex  issues  peculiarly  subject  to  res¬ 
olution  through  evidentiary  hearings 
and  the  process  of  cross  examination.  On 
the  other  hand,  hearings  on  proposed  ac¬ 
tions  which  are  required  under  the  Act 
in  any  event,  while  not  available  for  the 
formulation  of  an  environmental  Impact 
statement,  will  be  available  to  receive 


such  a  final  document  in  the  record  and 
for  the  exploration  of  its  validity  and 
weight. 

S  312.16  Time  limitations  on  use  of  en¬ 
vironmental  impart  statements. 

(a)  Subject  to  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section  and  to  the  maximum  extort  prac¬ 
ticable,  draft  environmental  Impact 
statements  must  be  on  file  at  least  ninety 
(90)  days  prior  to  the  taking  of  any 
final  admin lnistrative  action  with  regard 
to  the  proposal.  The  period  begins  to  run 
upon  the  date  when  CEQ  publishes  the 
announcement  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(b)  Subject  to  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section  and  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable,  the  final  environmental 
impact  statement  shall  be  served  upon 
the  CEQ  and  other  appropriate  agen¬ 
cies  and  made  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  at  least  thirty  (30)  days  prior  to 
any  final  administrative  action  with 
regard  to  the  proposal,  and  in  a 
hearing  case,  at  least  fifteen  (15) 
days  before  that  portion  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  related  to  the  impact  statement. 
The  thirty-day  period,  and  the  ninety- 
day  period  referred  to  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  may  run  concurrently  to 
the  extent  that  they  overlap.  Exceptions 
to  the  thirty-  or  ninety-day  limits  are 
permitted  only  under  unusual  circum¬ 
stances. 

(c)  Where  emergency  circumstances 
make  it  necessary  to  take  an  action  with 
significant  environmental  Impact  with¬ 
out  observing  the  provisions  of  these 
guidelines  concerning  minimum  periods 
for  agency  review  and  advance  avail¬ 
ability  of  environmental  statements, 
the  Board  will  consult  with  CEQ  about 
alternative  arrangements. 

(d)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be 
deemed  to  preclude  the  Board  in  any 
case,  or  the  Administrative  Law  Judge 
after  assignment  to  a  hearing  case,  from 
regulating  the  course  and  conduct  of  the 
proceedings  by  setting  procedural  dates 
different  from  those  provided  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  or  as  otherwise  required  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  orderly  and  expeditious  con¬ 
duct  of  the  proceeding.  If  a  hearing  is 
scheduled  to  begin  before  the  final  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statement  has  been 
on  file  fifteen  (15)  days,  that  portion  of 
the  hearings  on  the  impact  statement,  if 
required,  must  be  scheduled  after  that 
date. 

Subpart  F — Final  Determinations 
§  312.17  Hearing  procedures. 

(a)  Subject  to  any  procedural  require¬ 
ments  imposed  by  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge  consistent  with  this  part,  in 
appropriate  hearing  cased  the  staff  shall 
submit  the  final  environmental  impact 
statement  for  the  record,  attaching  to 
the  statement  all  substantive  comments 
thereon  (or  summaries  thereof  where  the 
response  has  been  exceptionally  volumi¬ 
nous). 

(b)  Any  party  to  the  proceeding  may 
take  a  position,  offer  probative  evidence, 
and  cross-examine  witnesses  of  both  the 
responsible  official  (with  respect  to  the 
preparation  of  the  statement)  and  the 
applicants  or  others  (with  respect  to 
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the  matters  supplied  by  them  in  the  en¬ 
vironmental  assessments).  In  light  of 
the  final  environmental  Impact  state¬ 
ment  and  on  environmental  issues  within 
the  scope  of  the  proceeding.  Nothing  in 
this  part  shall  be  deemed  to  limit  envi¬ 
ronmental  issues  to  those  described  in 
section  102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA. 

§  312.18  Initial,  recommended,  and  final 
decisions. 

(a)  Where  environmental  matters  are 
in  issue  in  a  proceeding,  the  initial  or 
recommended  decision  shall  make  all 
necessary  findings  and  conclusions  on 
such  issues.  The  initial  or  recommended 
decision  may  include  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  which  affirm  or  modify  the  con¬ 
tent  of  a  final  environmental  impact 
statement.  To  the  extent  that  findings 
and  conclusions  different  from  those  in 
the  final  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  are  reached,  the  statement  will  be 
deemed  modified  to  that  extent,  and  the 
initial  or  recommended  decision  will  be 
distributed,  in  addition  to  its  other  dis¬ 
tributions,  as  provided  in  §  312.14. 

(b)  If  the  Board  in  a  final  decision 
reaches  conclusions  different  from  those 


contained  in  an  initial  or  recommended 
decision  with  respect  to  environmental 
Issues,  the  final  environmental  impact 
statement  will  be  deemed  modified  to 
that  extent  and  will  be  distributed,  in 
addition  to  its  other  distributions,  as 
provided  in  §  312.14. 

Subpart  G — Miscellaneous  Provisions 

§  312.19  Required  lists. 

(a)  Environmental  impact  statements 
in  preparation.  The  Public  Reference 
Room  will  maintain  a  list  of  proceedings 
in  which  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments  are  being  prepared  and  make  the 
list  available  for  public  inspection.  The 
list  will  be  revised  and  brought  up  to  date 
every  three  (3)  months.  The  list  will  be 
forwarded  immediately  after  each  revi¬ 
sion  to  CEQ  for  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

(b)  Rejections,  negative  declarations, 
and  draft  or  final  environmental  impact 
statements.  The  Public  Reference  Room 
will  maintain  separate  lists  of  proceed¬ 
ings  in  which  environmental  rejections, 
negative  declarations,  and  draft  or  final 
environmental  impact  statements  have 


been  made  and  make  the  lists  available 
for  public  inspection.  The  lists  will  be 
revised  and  brought  up  to  date  every 
three  (3)  months.  The  lists  will  be  for¬ 
warded  immediately  after  each  revision 
to  CEQ  for  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

§  312.20  Costs  of  materials  distributed 
to  the  public. 

(1)  Copies  of  draft  and  final  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statements,  negative  dec¬ 
larations,  and  rejections  will  be  made 
available  to  the  public  upon  request 
without  charge  to  the  extent  practicable 
or  at  a  fee  not  exceeding  actual  repro¬ 
duction  costs. 

Appendix  I 

A.  AIRPLANE  NOISE  LEVELS 

Note. — In  all  environmental  evaluations, 
assessments,  other  documents,  or  hearings 
involving  environmental  Impact  statements 
in  any  Board  proceeding,  all  persons  shall 
utilize  the  existing  noise  level  figures  set 
fort? herein  in  making  any  contentions  with 
respect  to  environmental  impact.  (See  14 
CFR  36). 


Table  I 


Aircraft 

Engine  No. 

Takeoff 

Sideline 

Approach 

Thrust 

Gross 

weight 

EPNdBi 

Existing 

EPNdB,‘ 
FAA* 
Part  36 

EPNdB> 

Existing 

EPNdB.i 

FAA* 

Part  36 

Gross 

weight 

EPNdB‘ 

Existing 

EPNdB.i 

FAA* 

Part  36 

DC-10-10 . 

CF6-6D . . _ 

3 

29,300 

430,000 

99.0 

105.5 

96.0 

107.0 

363,500 

108  0 

107.0 

CF-6D1 . . 

3 

40,300 

440,000 

99.0 

106.0 

96.0 

107.0 

363,500 

106.0 

107.0 

DC-10-30 _ _ 

CF6-50 . . . 

3 

48,400 

555,000 

104.0 

107.5 

97.0 

108.0 

365,500 

107.0 

108.0 

CF6-50A. . . . 

3 

48,400 

555,000 

104.0 

107.5 

96.0 

108  0 

403,000 

108.0 

108.0 

DC-RMO . . 

JT9D-20  Dry  . . 

3 

44,500 

530,000 

101.0 

107.0 

94.0 

107.5 

380,000 

105.0 

107.5 

DC-9-10 . 

JT8D-1  » _ _ _ 

2 

14,000 

90,700 

90.0 

94.5 

102.0 

102.5 

81,700 

109.0 

102.5 

DC-9-20 . 

JT8D-9  * . . . . - . 

2 

14,500 

98,000 

90.0 

95.0 

103.0 

103.0 

95,300 

109.0 

103.0 

DC-9-30 _ 

JT8D-11  * _ _ 

2 

15,000 

114,000 

95.0 

96.0 

103.0 

103.5 

102,000 

109.0 

103.5 

PC -8-30 . . 

JT4A-9  * . . . . 

4 

16,800 

315,000 

113.0 

103.5 

109.0 

106.0 

207,000 

111.0 

106.  0 

DC-8-50 . 

JT3D-3B  * . . . . . 

4 

18,000 

315,000 

114.0 

103.5 

106.0 

106.0 

240,000 

118  0 

106.0 

PC-8-61  _ . 

JT3D-3B  i... _ _ 

4 

18, 000 

325,000 

117.0 

103.5 

103.0 

106.5 

245,000 

117.0 

100.5 

B-747-100 _ 

JT9D-3  Dry . . . 

4 

43.  .500 

710, 000 

115.0 

108.0 

101.9 

108.0 

564,000 

113. 6 

108.  0 

JT9D-3A  Wet . . 

4 

45,000 

735,000 

112.0 

108.0 

103.0 

108  0 

564,000 

114.0 

108.0 

-100  “A” . 

JT9D-7  Wet. . . . 

4 

47,000 

735,000 

111.  0 

108.0 

102.0 

108.0 

564, 000 

114.0 

108.0 

-100  “C” . 

JT9D-7  Wet . . . . . 

4 

47,000 

,  735,000 

110.0 

108.0 

102.0 

108.0 

564,000 

112.0 

108.0 

JT9D-3A  Wet  (Fired  Up).- . 

4 

45, 000 

735,000 

108.0 

108.0 

100.0 

108  0 

564,000 

107.0 

108.0 

JT9D-7  Wet  (Fixed  Lip) . 

4 

47,000 

735,000 

107.0 

108.0 

100.0 

108.0 

564,000 

107.0 

108.0 

B-747-200B . . 

JT9D-7  Wet . 

4 

47,000 

775,000 

111.0 

108.0 

101.0 

108.0 

564,000 

112.0 

108.0 

B-747-200B. . 

JT9D-7  Wet . . . 

4 

47,000 

775,000 

107.0 

108.0 

98.0 

108.0 

564,000 

106.0 

108.0 

B-747-200F . 

JT9D-7  Wet  (Fixed  Lip) . j 

4 

47,000 

775,000 

107.0 

108.0 

98.0 

108.0 

630,000 

107.0 

108.0 

JT9D-3A  Wet  (Fixed  Lip) . j 

4 

45,000 

773,000 

108.0 

108  0 

98  0 

106.0 

630,000 

107.0 

108.0 

B-707-100B _ 

JT3D-3B  * . . . 

4 

18,000 

258,000 

108.0 

102.0 

108  0 

105.5 

190,000 

118.0 

105.5 

B-707-300BC . 

JT3D-3B  • _ i _ 

4 

18,000 

332,000 

114.0 

103.5 

108.0 

106.5 

247,000 

120.0 

106.5 

B-720B . 

JT3D-1  *. . . . . . . 

4 

17,000 

235,000 

104.0 

101.5 

108.0 

105.5 

175,000 

117.0 

105.5 

B-727-100 . . 

JT8D-1/7  * . 

3 

14,000 

160,000 

99.5 

985 

100.5 

104.0 

137,000 

110.5 

104.  0 

B-727-200. . 

JT8D-9  5 . 

3 

14,500 

172,500 

101.0 

99.0 

100.5 

104.5 

148,000 

109.5 

104.5 

B-727-200 . 

JT8D-93 . 

3 

14,500 

190,500 

102.0 

100.0 

102.0 

105.0 

154,500 

109.5 

105.0 

B-727-200 . 

JT8D-15 . . . 

3 

15,500 

190,500 

100.0 

100.0 

102.0 

105.0 

154,500 

101.0 

105.0 

tjuiet  Nacelle . . .- _ 

175,500 

97.0 

99.0 

102.0 

104.5 

142, 500 

103.0 

104.5 

B-737-100 _ 

JT8D-9  *.  . -.a 

2 

14,500 

111,000 

96.0 

96.0 

100.0 

103.0 

101,000 

111.0 

103.0 

B-737-200 _ 

JT8D-93... . 

2 

14,500 

111,000 

98.0 

96.0 

101.0 

103.0 

103,000 

112.0 

103.0 

B-737-200(ADV) _ 

JT8D-15* . . 

2 

15,500 

115,500 

96.0 

96.0 

104.0 

103.5 

100,800 

108.0 

103.5 

L— 1011 . 

RB  211-22 .  -..a 

3 

41,030 

430,000 

98.0 

105.5 

95.0 

.  107.0 

368,000 

103.0 

107.0 

RB  2U-22C... . . . : 

3 

41,030 

430,000 

97.0 

105.5 

95.0 

107.0 

358,000 

103.0 

107.0 

CV-880 . 

CJ805-3B  3 . -  -  ^ 

4 

11,650 

184,000 

115.0 

99.6 

109.0 

104.5 

155,000 

106.0 

104.5 

-990 . 

CJ805-23* . i . ; _ 

4 

16, 100 

253,000 

110.0 

102.0 

111.0 

105.5 

202,000 

112.0 

105.5 

BAC1-11  (500) _ 

SPEY  M-512-14  * . 

2 

12,550 

100,000 

103.0 

96.0 

108  5 

103.0 

87,000 

102.5 

103.0 

CARAVELLE  10B 

.  JT8D-9* . as..-* 

2 

14,500 

123,500 

99.0 

985 

102.0 

103.5 

109,200 

107.0 

103.5 

F-28  (1000) . 

SPEY  M5S5-15 . . 

2 

9, 850 

65,000 

90.0 

93.0 

99.5 

102.0 

59,000 

101.2 

102.0 

F-28  (2000) . 

SPEY  M555-15 . — 

2 

9,850 

65,000 

90.0 

93.0 

99.5 

102.0 

59,000 

101.8 

102.0 

1  EPNdB=Effective  perceived  noise  level.  *  Uncert  idea  ted  noise  levels=  determined  from  combined  data  source  of  the  air- 

*  F.A.A.  Part  36=14  C.F.R.  36,  “Noise  Standards:  Aircraft  type  and  aircraft  plane  manufacturers,  ICAO  data  preparation,  and  FAA  research, 
certification.” 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


B.  AIRCRAFT  EMISSIONS 

Note. — In  all  environmental  evaluations,  assessments,  other  documents,  or  hearings 
Involving  environmental  Impact  statements  In  any  Board  proceedings,  all  persons  shall 
utilize  the  figures  relating  to  exhaust  emissions  set  forth  herein  In  making  apy  contentions 
with  respect  to  environmental  Impact.  (See  EPA  Circular  AP-42) . 

Table  II.— Aircraft  classification 


Aircraft  class  Representative  aircraft  Engines  Engine  commonly  used 

per  aircraft 


Jumbo  jet. 


Long-range  jet - 

Medium-range  jet. 


Air  carrier  turboprop. 


Business  jet . 

General  aviation  turboprop 
General  aviation  piston.... 

Piston  transport.. . 

Helicopter . . 

Military  transport . 

Military  jet . w . 


Boeing  747 . 

Lockheed  lr-1011 . 

McDonald  Douglas  DC-10 

Boeing  707 . 

McDonald  Douglas  DC-8. 

Boeing  727 _ 

Boeing  737 . 

McDonald  Douglas  DC-9. 

Convair  680 . 

Electra  L-188 . 

Fairchild  Hiller  FH-227.. 

Gates  Lear  jet . 

Lockheed  Jets  tar . 


Cessna  210 .... 
Piper  32-300... 
Douglas  D'C-6 
Sikorsky  S-01. 
Vertol  107 . 


Military  piston.. 


4  Pratt  A  Whitney  JT-9D. 

3 

3 

4  Pratt  &  Whitney  JT-3D. 

4 

3  Pratt  A  Whitney  JT-8D. 

2 

2 

2  Allison  501-1)13. 

4  . 

2 

2  General  Electric  CJ010. 

4  Pratt  A  Whitney  JT-12A. 
...  Pratt  A  Whitney  PT-flA. 

1  Teiedyne-Continental  8-200. 

1  Lycoming  0-320. 

4  Pratt  A  Whitney  R-2800. 

2  General  Electric  CT-68. 

2 

...  Allison  T66A7. 

...  General  Electric  J-79. 

Continental  J-69. 

...  Curtiss-Wright  R-1820. 


Table  III. — Modal  emission  factors 


Carbon  Nitrogen  Solid 

Fuel  rate  monoxide  llydrocartions  oxides  (NO«  particulates 

as  NOi) 

Engine  and  mode  -  -  -  -  - 

Pounds  Kilo-  Pounds  Kilo-  Pounds  Kilo-  Pounds  Kilo-  Pounds  Kllo- 

per  grains  per  grams  per  grams  per  grams  per  grams 

hour  per  hour  per  hour  per  hour  per  hour  per 

hour  hour  hour  hour  hour 


Pratt  A  Whitney  JT-9D  (Jumbo 
jet): 

Taxi-idle . 

Takeoff . . . . 

Climbout . 

Approach. . . . 

General  Electric  CF6  (Jumbo  jet): 

Taxi-idle . 

Takeoff _ _ _ _ 

CHmbout _ _ 

Approach . 

Pratt  A  Whitney  JT-3D  (Long 
range  jet): 

Taxi -idle . 

Takeoff _ _ _ _ 

Climbout _ 

Approach . . 

Pratt  A  Whitney  JT-3C  (Long 
range  jet): 

Taxi-idle . 

Takeoff.. . . 

ClimlKiut.-- . . — 


I, 738 
17,052 
14,317 

6,204 

1,030 

13,449 

II, 400 
6,204 


872 

10,835 

8,956 

4,138 


1,198 

10,183 

8,509 


Approach . . . 

Pralt  Whitney  JT-4A  (Long  range 

Jet): 

Taxi-idle . 

Takeoff.. . - 

Climbout . . 

Approach . 

General  Electric  CJ805  (Long 
range  jeth  ' 

Taxi-idle . 

Takeoff . 

Climbout . 

Approach . - . 

Pratt  A  Whitney  JT-8D  (medium 
range  jet): 

Taxi-idle . 

Takeoff _ _ 

Climlmut . 

Approach . . . . 

Rolls  Royce  Sprey  MK511  (medi¬ 
um  range  jet): 

Taxi-idle . . . 

Takeoff _ _ _ 

Climbout _ _ _ 

Approach _ _ _ 

Allison  T56-A15  (Air  carrier  turbo¬ 
prop;  military  transport): 

Taxi-idle . . 

Takeoff _ _ 

( 'Inn  I  out . 

Approach . 

Allison  T56-A7  (Air  carrier  turbo¬ 
prop;  military  transport): 

Taxi-idle . 

Takeoff . . . . . . 

Climbout . . 

Approach . . 


4,115 


1,389 

15,511 

13,066 

5,994 


1,001 

9,960 

8,290 

3,777 


959 

8,768 

7,337 

3,409 


662 

7,625 

6,365 

3,062 


493 

2,393 

2,188 

1,146 


648 

2,079 

1,908 

1,063 


7,735 

6,494 

2,361 

467 

6,100 

5,171 

2,814 


396 

4,915 

4,062 

1,877 


543 

4,619 

3,860 

1,867 


630 

7,036 

5,927 

2,719 


454 

4,518 

3,760 

1,713 


436 

3,971 

3,328 

1,646 


300 

3,469 

2,883 

1,384 


224 

1.086 

992 

520 


249 

943 

866 

478 


102.0 

46.3 

27.3 

12.4 

6.06 

2.75 

2.2 

1.0 

8.29  , 

3.76 

2.95 

1.34 

72a  0 

327.0 

3.75 

1.7 

11.7 

5.31 

2.65 

1.20 

459.0 

208.0 

4.0 

1.8 

32.6 

14.8 

3.00 

1.36 

54.1 

24.5 

2.3 

1.0 

51.7 

23.5 

15.4 

7.0 

3.6 

1.63 

0.04 

0.02 

6.7 

3.04 

1.3 

0. 59 

540.0 

245.0 

0.54 

0.24 

6.6 

2.99 

1.3 

0.59 

333.0 

151. 0 

a54 

a  24 

18.6 

8.44 

1.9 

0.86 

173.0 

78.5 

0.44 

0.20 

109.0 

49.4 

98.6 

44.7 

1.43 

0.649 

0.45 

0.20 

12.3 

5.60 

4.65 

2. 11 

148.0 

67.1 

8.25 

3.7 

15.3 

6.94 

4.92 

2.23 

96.2 

43.6 

8.5 

3.9 

39.7 

18.0 

7. 84 

3.56 

21.8 

9.89 

8.0 

3.0 

92.6 

42.0 

92.2 

41.8 

2.49 

1.13 

0.40 

a  18 

9.04 

4. 10 

0.855 

0.388 

119.0 

54.0 

6.50 

2.9 

16.0 

7.26 

0. 893 

0.405 

84.7 

38.4 

6.25 

2.8 

49.0 

22.2 

8.26 

3.75 

23.2 

10.5 

3.25 

1.5 

62.8 

28.5 

64.8 

29.4 

2.71 

1.23 

.  1.2 

0.54 

18.9 

8.  .53 

0.674 

0. 306 

236.0 

107.0 

21.0 

9.5 

18.3 

8.30 

1.27 

0.576 

155. 0 

70.3 

20.0 

9.1 

26.3 

11.9 

3.83 

1.74 

35.0 

16.3 

6.0 

2.7 

63.8 

28.9 

27.3 

12.4 

1.67 

0.712 

1.3 

0.69 

29.1 

13.2 

0.666 

0.262  11L0 

60.3 

16.0 

0.8 

28.9 

13.1 

0.6H3 

0.264 

74.0 

33.6 

16.0 

6.8 

42.8 

19.4 

2.43 

1. 10 

17.8 

8.07 

6.0 

2.3 

33.4 

15.2 

6.99 

3.71 

2.91 

1.32 

0.36 

0.16 

7.49 

3.40 

0.778 

0.363  198.0 

189.8 

3.7 

1.7 

8.89 

4.03 

0. 921 

0.418  131.0 

69.4 

2.6 

1.2 

18.2 

8.26 

1.75 

0.794 

30.9 

14.0 

1.6 

0.68 

60.2 

27.3 

66.1 

30.0 

0.849 

0.386 

0.17 

0.077 

14.2 

6.44 

Neg 

Neg  163.0 

69.4 

1&0 

7.3 

16.3 

6.94 

0.242 

0. 110  116.0 

62.2 

10.0 

4.6 

89.1 

17.7 

4.22 

1.91 

30.4 

13.8 

1.6 

0.68 

8.74 

3.96 

7. 39 

3.35 

1.23 

0.660 

1.6 

0.73 

3.77 

1.71 

0.440 

0.200 

27.9 

12.7 

3.7 

1.7 

3.40 

1.54 

0.399 

0.181 

22.2 

10.1 

3.0 

1.4 

3.49 

1.58 

0.326 

0.  148 

7.32 

3.32 

3.0 

1.4 

16.3 

6.94 

6.47 

2.93 

2.16 

0.980 

1.0 

0.78 

'2. 16 

0.975 

0.430 

0.  196 

22.9 

10.4 

3.7 

1.7 

3.01 

1.37 

0.476 

0.216 

21.2 

9.62 

3.0 

L4 

3.67 

1.66 

0.617 

0.236 

7.78 

3.63 

3.0 

1.4 
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Tabu  III. — Modal  emlttion  factor » — Continued 


Fuel  rate 


Engine  and  mode 


Carbon  Nitrogen  Solid  — 

monoxide  Hydrocarbons  oxides  (NO.  particulatn 
asNOi) 


Pounds  Kilo-  Pounds  Kilo-  Pounds  Kilo-  Pounds  Kilo-  Pounds  Kllo- 

per  grams  per  grams  per  grams  per  grama  per  grams 

hour  per  hour  per  hour  per  hour  per  hour  per 

hour  hour  hour  hour  hour 


Airesearch  TPE-331  (General  avia¬ 


tion  turboprop): 

Taxi-Idle . 14#  6#.  2  3.53 

Takeoff .  365  166. 0  0.  393 

CUmbout .  339  154.0  0.668 

Approach . _  206  93.4  2.58 

Teledyne/Continental  0-200  (Gen¬ 
eral  aviation  piston): 

Taxi-idle . 7.68  3.48  7.52 

Takeoff .  48.4  22.0  54.# 

Climbout _  48. 4  22. 0  64.  6 

Approach .  21.3  9.66  23.8 

Lycoming  0-320  (General  aviation 
piston): 

Taxi-idle... .  13.0  5.90  11.1 

Takeoff .  66. 7  59.  8  70.  9 

Climbout .  63.6  28.8  66.8 

Approach _ 23.1  10.6  213 


SUMMARY  TO  ACCOMPANY  DRAFT  AND  FINAL 
STATEMENTS 

Name  of  responsible  Federal  agency  (with 
name  of  operating  division  where  appropri¬ 
ate).  Name,  address,  and  telephone  number 
of  individual  at  the  agency  who  can  be  con¬ 
tacted  for  additional  information  about  the 
proposed  action  of  the  statement. 

1.  Name  of  action  (Check  one)  □  Adminis¬ 
trative  Action.  □  Legislative  Action. 

2.  Brief  description  of  action  and  its  pur¬ 
pose.  Indicate  what  States  (and  counties) 
particularly  affected,  and  what  other  pro¬ 
posed  Federal  actions  in  the  area,  If  any,  are 
discussed  in  the  statement. 

3.  Summary  of  environmental  impacts  and 
adverse  environmental  effects. 


1. 

60 

0.879 

0.399 

0.956 

0. 

433 

03 

014 

a 

178 

a  066 

0.025 

3.64 

1. 

65 

08 

0.36 

a 

258 

0.053 

a  024 

3.31 

1. 

50 

06 

0.27 

l. 

17 

0.240 

a  109 

L  60 

O 

767 

06 

027 

3.41 

a  214 

0.097 

0.009 

0. 

004 

NA» 

NA 

24. 

8 

0.720 

0.327 

0259 

o 

117 

NA 

NA 

24. 

8 

a  720 

a  327 

0.259 

0. 

117 

NA 

NA 

10. 

8 

0.380 

a  172 

0  062 

0 

024 

NA 

NA 

6. 

03 

0.355 

0.161 

0.013 

0. 

006 

NA 

NA 

32. 

2 

1.49 

0.678 

0.214 

a 

097 

NA 

NA 

29. 

8 

L  31 

0.694 

0  375 

a 

170 

NA 

NA 

1L0 

a  49# 

a  226 

0061 

0.023 

NA 

NA 

5.  (For  draft  statements)  List  all  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies  and  other  parties 
from  which  comments  have  been  requested. 
(For  final  statements)  List  all  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  and  other  parties  from 
which  written  comments  have  been  received. 

6.  Date  draft  statement  (and  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement,  If  one  has  been 
Issued)  made  available  to  the  Council  and 
the  public. 


PART  399 — STATEMENTS  OF  GENERAL 
POLICY 

§  399.110  [Removed] 

8.  Delete  5  399.110 

[FR  Doc.74-11647  Filed  5-23  74;  8: 45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40  CFR  Part  52] 

COLORADO 

Proposed  Sulfur  Oxides  Implementation 
Plan 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10846),  the 
Administrator  approved  the  “Air  Qual¬ 
ity  Implementation  Plan  for  State  of 
Colorado”  with  minor  exceptions.  The 
Colorado  plan  contained  a  sulfur  oxide 
emission  control  regulation  for  which 
the  Administrator  promulgated  compli¬ 
ance  schedules  on  August  23,  1973  (38 
FR  22736). 

This  notice  is  issued  to  advise  the  pub¬ 
lic  that  the  State  of  Colorado  has  sub¬ 
mitted  (on  November  21,  1973)  a  request 
to  revise  the  Colorado  plan  by  deleting 
the  sulfur  oxide  emission  control  regu¬ 
lation.  The  State  of  Colorado  is  request¬ 
ing  this  action  because  they  have  found 
that  the  national  secondary  standard  for 
sulfur  oxide  is  not  approached  in  any 
areas  of  the  state,  therefore  the  regula¬ 
tion  is  not  needed. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  whether  the  proposed 
revisions  should  be  approved  or  disap¬ 
proved  by  the  Administrator.  His  action 
will  be  based  on  whether  the  proposed 
revisions  meet  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  110(a)  (2)  (A)-(H)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  and  40  CFR  Part  51.  Only  comments 
received  on  or  before  June  24,  1974  will 
be  considered. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  revisions  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Region  VTH,  Lincoln  Tower 
Building,  Suite  900,  1860  Lincoln  Street, 
Denver,  Colorado  80203 ;  at  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Room  329, 
401  M  Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460;  and  at  the  Colorado  State  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  4210  East  11th  Ave¬ 
nue,  Denver,  Colorado  80220. 

Comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Regional  Administrator,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Suite  900,  1860  Lin¬ 
coln  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80203. 

Authority:  Section  110(a)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  1857c-5(a). 

-  Dated:  May  17,  1974. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency- 

[FR  Doc.74-12026  Filed  5-23-74,8:45  am] 


[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 
CONNECTICUT 

Proposed  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842)  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
and  40  CFR  51,  the  Administrator  ap¬ 
proved  the  Connecticut  Implementation 
Plan  for  the  attainment  of  national 
ambient  air  quality  standards.  Included 


Table  TV.— Topical  tint  in  mode  for  landing  takeoff  cycle  at  a  metropolitan  airport 


Aircraft 


Time  in  mode,  minutes 


Taxi-idle 

Takeoff 

Climbout 

Approach 

Taxi-idle 

Jumbo  Jet . . . 

.  19. 00 

0.70 

2.20 

4.00 

7.00 

Long-range  Jet . . . 

.  19. 00 

.70 

2.20 

4.00 

7.00 

Medium-range  let . . . 

Air  Carrier  turboprop . 

.  19. 00 

.70 

2.20 

4.00 

7.00 

.  19. 00 

.50 

2.50 

4.50 

7.00 

Business  jet . . . 

.  6. 50 

.40 

0.50 

1.60 

6.50 

General  aviaUon  turboprop . 

.  19. 00 

.50 

2.50 

4.50 

7.00 

General  aviation  piston . 

.  12. 00 

.30 

4.98 

6.00 

4.00 

Piston  transport . . . 

.  6. 50 

.60 

5.00 

4.60 

6.50 

Helicopter . . . . 

.  3  . 50 

0 

6.  .50 

6.  .50 

3.50 

Military  transport . . 

.  19. 00 

.50 

2.50 

4.50 

7.00 

Military  Jet _ _ 

.  6. 50 

.40 

0.50 

1.60 

6.50 

Military  piston . . . 

.  6. 50 

.60 

5.00 

4.60 

6.50 

Table  V.—Emiukm  factor t  per  aircraft  landing-takeoff  cycle 

t 

(Ib/engine  and  kg/engine) 


Solid 

particulates 


Sulfur 

oxides 


Carbon 

monoxide 


Hydro¬ 

carbons 


Nitrogen  oxides 
(NO,  as  NO,) 


Pounds 

Kilo¬ 

grams 

Pounds 

Kilo¬ 

grams 

Pounds 

Kilo¬ 

grams 

Pounds 

Kilo¬ 

grams 

Pounds 

Kilo¬ 

grams 

Jumbo  Jet - 

1.30 

0.59 

1.82 

0.83 

46.8 

21.2 

12.2 

5.5 

31.4 

14.2 

Long  range  Jet . 

Medium  range  Jet . 

1.21 

ass 

1.56 

0.71 

47.4 

21.5 

41.2 

18.7 

7.9 

3.6 

0.41 

a  19 

1.01 

a  46 

17.0 

7.71 

4.9 

2.2 

10.2 

4.6 

Air  carrier  turboprop - 

1.1 

0.49 

0.40 

a  is 

6.6 

3.0 

2.9 

1.3 

2.5 

1.1 

Business  jet . . 

General  aviaUon  turbo- 

an 

aos 

a37 

a  17 

15.8 

7.17 

3.6 

1.6 

1.6 

0.73 

prop 

0.20 

0.09 

a  is 

0.08 

3.1 

1.4 

1.1 

a  5 

1.2 

a54 

General  aviation  piston.. 

0.02 

a  oi 

0.014 

a  006 

12.2 

5.5 

a40 

0.18 

0.047 

0.021 

Piston  transport _ 

0.56 

0.25 

a28 

0.13 

304.0 

138.0 

40.7 

18.5 

a4o 

a  18 

Helicopter. . . . 

0.25 

an 

a  is 

0.08 

5.7 

2.6 

0.52 

0.24 

0.57 

0.26 

Military  transport . 

1.1 

0.49 

0.41 

0.19 

5.7 

2.6 

2.7 

1.2 

2.2 

1.0 

Military  jet - - 

0.31 

0.14 

0.76 

a35 

15.1 

6.85 

9.93 

A  5 

3.29 

1.49 

Military  piston . . 

a28 

a  13 

a  u 

0.04 

152.0 

69.0 

4 

9.3 

tt20 

aoo 

Appendix  II 


4.  Summary  of  major  alternatives  con¬ 
sidered. 
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in  the  approval  was  an  eighteen  month 
extension,  as  provided  by  40  CFR  51.31, 
for  the  submission  of  a  plan  to  achieve 
secondary  particulate  standards  in 
Connecticut’s  portion  of  the  New  Jersey- 
New  York-Connecticut  and  Hartford- 
New  Haven-Springfield  Interstate  Air 
Quality  Control  Regions. 

By  letter  of  January  10,  1974,  the 
State  of  Connecticut  submitted  to  EPA  a 
revision  to  the  Implementation  Plan  con¬ 
cluding  that  no  additional  control 
measures  are  necessary  to  achieve  the 
secondary  particulate  standard  by 
May  31,  1975.  The  amendment  to  the 
plan  was  the  result  of  a  joint  study  by 
The  Research  Corporation  of  New  Eng¬ 
land  and  the  Connecticut  Department 
of  Environmental  Protection.  A  public 
hearing  was  held  on  the  Amendment  on 
December  27,  1973,  in  Hartford, 

Connecticut. 

This  notice  is  issued  to  advise  the  pub¬ 
lic  that  comments  may  be  submitted  on 
whether  the  proposed  revision  to  the 
Connecticut  implementation  plan  should 
be  approved  or  disapproved  as  required 
by  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Only 
comments  received  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974  will  be  considered.  The  Administra¬ 
tor’s  decision  to  approve  or  disapprove 
the  proposed  plan  revision  Is  based  on 
whether  it  meets  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  110(a)  (2)  (A) -(H)  and  EPA  regula¬ 
tions  in  40  CFR  Part  51. 

Copies  of  the  Connecticut  submittal 
are  available  for  public  inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  EPA 
Regional  Office,  2113  John  F.  Kennedy 
Federal  Building,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02203;  Connecticut  Department  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection,  State  Office 
Building,  Hartford,  Connecticut  06115; 
and  the  Freedom  of  Information  Center, 
EPA,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments,  preferably  in  triplicate,  to  the 
Regional  Administrator,  EPA  Region  I, 
John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building, 
Boston,  Massac husets  02203.  Relevant 
comments  received  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974  will  be  considered.  Receipt  of  com¬ 
ments  will  be  acknowledged  but  sub¬ 
stantial  responses  to  individual  com¬ 
ments  will  not  be  provided.  Comments 
received  will  be  available  during  normal 
working  hours  at  the  Region  I  address 
listed  above . 

Authority :  Section  110(a)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  1867c-5(a) . 

Dated:  May  17, 1974. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

|FR  Doc.74-12023  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


1 40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

MICHIGAN 

Proposed  Revisions  to  Implementation  Plan 

Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  implementing  regula¬ 
tions  in  40  CFR  Part  51,  require  each 


State  to  submit  a  procedure  for  reviewing 
plans  to  construct  or  modify  sources  of 
pollution  which  may  prevent  attainment 
or  maintenance  of  a  national  standard. 
On  February  3,  1972,  the  State  of  Michi¬ 
gan  submitted  an  implementation  plan  to 
achieve  national  standards  which  in¬ 
cluded,  inter  alia,  a  procedure  for  re¬ 
viewing  new  sources.  This  procedure  was 
disapproved  by  EPA  as  inadequate  on 
May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842).  Subse¬ 
quently,  the  Administrator  proposed  a 
regulation  for  review  of  new  sources  in 
Michigan  which  was  promulgated  on 
October  28,  1972  (37  FR  23085). 

On  January  25,  1974,  the  Governor 
of  Michigan  submitted  an  amended  Rule 
336  Part  2 — Air  Use  Approval,  Rules  21, 
24,  26,  28,  29,  33  &  36  as  a  revision  to 
the  State  Implementation  Plan  to  correct 
the  deficiency  noted  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor.  Rule  336  Part  2  was  the  subject  of 
a  public  hearing  held  after  due  notice 
in  Lansing,  Michigan  and  was  adopted  by 
the  Air  Pollution  Control  Commission  on 
October  30, 1973. 

The  Administrator  is  hereby  setting 
forth  Michigan  Rule  336,  Part  2  as  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  and  is  providing  op¬ 
portunity  for  public  comment  on  whether 
the  revisions  to  the  plan  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  pursuant  to  §  110  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  imple¬ 
menting  regulations  contained  in  40  CFR 
Part  51.  A  more  detailed  description  of 
the  regulation  follows: 

Rule  336,  Part  2 — Air  Use  Approval, 
generally  set  forth  requirements  for  per¬ 
mits  to  Install,  application  information 
requirements,  application  processing,  de¬ 
nial  of  permit  provisions,  permit  to  oper¬ 
ate  requirements,  and  permit  exemption 
provisions.  More  specifically,  Rule  336.- 
28,  Denial  of  permits  to  install,  requires 
the  Michigan  Air  Pollution  Control  Com¬ 
mission  to  deny  an  application  for  a 
permit  to  Install  if  the  equipment  for 
which  the  permit  is  sought  would  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  attainment  or  maintenance 
of  the  air  quality  standard  for  any  air 
contaminant. 

Copies  of  the  Michigan  plan  revision 
are  available  for  public  inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  Region  V 
Office  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  1  North  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60606,  at  the  Office  of  the  Mich¬ 
igan  Division  of  Air  Pollution  Control, 
905  Southland,  Lansing,  Michigan  48926, 
and  at  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Center,  EPA,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20460. 

Interested  parties  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments,  preferably  in  triplicate,  to 
the  Regional  Administrator,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Region  V, 
1  North  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60606.  Comments  received  will  be  ac¬ 
knowledged  and  will  be  available  for  re¬ 
view  during  normal  working  hours  at  the 
Region  V  Office.  All  relevant  matter  pre¬ 
sented  by  June  24, 1974  shall  be  evaluated 
and  the  Agency  will  incorporate  in  the 
rules  adopted  a  concise  general  state¬ 
ment  of  their  basis  and  purpose. 


Authority:  Section  110(a)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  1857c-5(a). 

Dated:  May  17, 1974. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
[FR  Doc.74-12024  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am| 


[40  CFR  Part  52] 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Proposed  Revisions  to  Implementation  Plan 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842)  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
and  40  CFR  51,  the  Administrator  ap¬ 
proved  with  exceptions  the  Rhode  Island 
Implementation  Plan  for  attainment  of 
national  ambient  air  quality  standards. 
Included  in  this  approval  were  portions 
of  the  plan  describing  the  Rhode  Island 
ambient  air  quality  monitoring  network 
and  a  regulation  concerning  air  pollution, 
episodes.  On  December  14,  1973  Mr/ 
Austin  C.  Daley,  Chief,  Rhode  Island 
Division  of  Air  Pollution  Control,  sub¬ 
mitted  for  EPA  approval  proposed  re¬ 
visions  to  section  6  of  the  Rhode  Island 
implementation  plan,  the  Air  Quality 
Surveillance  Network.  On  January  25, 
1974  Mr.  Daley  submitted  a  proposed 
revision  to  Rhode  Island  Department  of 
Health  Air  Pollution  Control  Regulation 
10,  Air  Pollution  Episodes.  The  Adminis¬ 
trator  hereby  issues  this  notice  setting 
forth  Rhode  Island  submittals  as  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  and  advises  the  public 
that  comments  may  be  submitted  as  to 
whether  they  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  110(a)  (2)  (A)-(H)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  and  EPA  regulations  in  40  CFR 
Part  51. 

Proposed  changes  in  the  Rhode  Island 
ambient  air  quality  monitoring  network 
are  directed  toward  locating  monitoring 
sites  in  areas  of  maximum  pollutant  con¬ 
centration.  During  plan  development, 
sites  were  chosen  based  on  predicted 
results  from  diffusion  modeling  and 
limited  air  quality  data.  Continuous  air 
quality  data  collected  during  1972  and 
1973  have  shown  that  these  predictions 
were  not  valid  in  all  cases.  The  State 
expects  the  proposed  revisions  in  its 
monitoring  network  to  provide  a  more 
accurate  representation  of  its  air  quality 
and  further  provide  data  to  update  and 
calibrate  its  air  quality  display  model. 

As  proposed,  Regulation  10  allows  con¬ 
centration  of  SO*  to  reach  500  tis/va?  be¬ 
fore  the  alert  level  is  declared  and  800 
/ig/m’  before  the  warning  level  is  de¬ 
clared.  These  limits,  while  higher  than 
approved  originally  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  are  below  EPA  recommended  values 
set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part  51,  Appendix  L, 
Example  Regulations  for  Prevention  of 
Air  Pollution  Emergency  Episodes.  There 
were  no  other  modifications  made  in 
Regulation  10. 

Copies  of  the  Rhode  Island  submis¬ 
sions  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the  EPA 
Regional  Office,  Region  I,  Room  2113, 
J.F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02203;  the  Division  of  Air 
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Pollution  Control,  Rhode  Island  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Health  Building,  Davis 
Street,  Providence,  Rhode  Island  02908; 
and  the  Freedom  of  Information  Center, 
EPA,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments,  preferably  in  triplicate,  to  the 
Regional  Administrator,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  I,  J.  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  Federal  Building,  Boston,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  02203.  All  comments  received 
on  or  before  June  24,  1974  will  be  con¬ 
sidered.  Receipt  of  comments  will  be 
acknowledged.  Comments  received  will 
be  available  during  normal  working 
hours  at  the  Region  I  Office.  All  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented  shall  be  evaluated 
and  the  Agency  will  incorporate  in  the 
rules  adopted  a  concise  general  state¬ 
ment  of  their  basis  and  purpose. 

Authority:  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended,  A2  U.S.C.  1857c-5(a). 

Dated:  May  17,  1974. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

[FR  Doc.74-12025  Filed  5-23-74;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[  46  CFR  Part  542  ] 

[Docket  No.  74-19;  General  Orders  27,  31] 

FINANCIAL  RESPONSIBILITY  FOR  RE¬ 
MOVAL  OF  OIL  AND  HAZARDOUS  SUB¬ 
STANCES 

Reporting  Requirements;  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

On  September  30,  1970,  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (35  FR  15216)  regula¬ 
tions  to  implement  the  financial  respon¬ 
sibility  provisions  of  section  11  (p)  (1)  of 
the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act, 
as  amended  by  the  Water  Quality  Im¬ 
provement  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  97) . 

These  regulations  (Commission  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  27)  set  forth  the  procedures 
whereby  the  owner  or  operator  of  every 
vessel  over  300  gross  tons,  including  any 
barge  of  equivalent  size,  using  any  port 
or  place  in  the  United  States  or  the  nav¬ 
igable  waters  of  the  United  States  must 
evidence  financial  responsibility  to  meet 
liability  to  the  United  States  to  which 
such  vessel  could  be  subjected  for  the 
discharge  of  oil  into  or  upon  the  waters 
of  the  United  States.  The  rules  also  in¬ 
clude  the  qualifications  required  by  the 
Commission  for  issuance  of  Certificates 
evidencing  financial  responsibility,  and 
the  basis  for  denial,  revocation,  modifi¬ 
cation,  or  suspension  of  such  Certificates. 

On  October  17, 1973,  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (38  FR  28827)  regulations 
to  implement  section  311  (p)  (1)  of  the 
Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act 
Amendments  of  1972,  which  amends  the 
previous  oil  pollution  financial  responsi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  section  311  (p)  of 
the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act 
to  include,  in  addition  to  the  liability  for 


the  cost  of  removal  of  oil,  the  liability 
for  the  cost  of  removing  hazardous  sub¬ 
stances.  These  regulations  (General  Or¬ 
der  31)  in  most  instances  follow  the 
wording  of  General  Order  27,  and  are 
intended  to  replace  the  regulations  con¬ 
tained  in  General  Order  27  on  the  date 
a  list  of  hazardous  substances  is  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency.  Since 
General  Order  27  and  General  Order  31 
both  are  designated  as  Part  542  of  Title 
46,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and 
since  General  Order  31  is  intended,  upon 
its  effective  date,  to  replace  General  Or¬ 
der  27,  we  believe  that  the  proposed 
amendments  to  both  General  Orders  can 
be  accomplished  in  one  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Experience  has  indicated  that  the 
filing  of  semiannual  balance  sheets,  semi¬ 
annual  statements  of  income  and  sur¬ 
plus,  and  annual  credit  rating  reports 
by  self-insurers  and  guarantors  serve  no 
useful  purpose  in  determining  the  finan¬ 
cial  responsibility  of  such  persons.  The 
requirement  for  the  filing  of  annual  cur¬ 
rent  balance  sheets  and  statements  of  in¬ 
come  and  surplus,  certified  by  appropri¬ 
ate  certified  public  accountants  is  suf¬ 
ficient  for  this  purpose.  Accordingly,  we 
propose,  to  delete  from  General  Orders 
27  and  31  the  requirements  for  the  filing 
of  semiannual  balance  sheets,  semian¬ 
nual  statements  of  income  and  surplus, 
and  annual  credit  rating  reports.  How¬ 
ever,  we  have  added  a  provision  to  re¬ 
quire  self-insurers  and  guarantors  to  no¬ 
tify  the  Commission  in  the  event  the 
working  capital  or  net  worth  of  such 
persons  falls  below  the  amounts  required 
by  the  regulations. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  4  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552),  and  sections  311(p)  (1)  and  311(p) 
(2)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  as  amended  by  the  Water  Qual¬ 
ity  Improvement  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  97) 
and  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act  Amendments  of  1972,  subparagraph 
(a)  (3)  of  §  542.5  of  Title  46  CFR  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  by  revoking  sub¬ 
divisions  (i)  and  (ii),  revising  subdivi¬ 
sion  (iv) ,  and  redesignating  the  remain¬ 
ing  subdivisions.  As  proposed  to  be 
amended  subparagraph  (a)  (3)  would 
read  as  follows: 

§  542.5  Methods  of  establishing  finan¬ 
cial  responsibility;  forms  and  re¬ 
quirements. 

(a)  ♦  •  * 

(3)  *  *  * 

(i)  An  annual  current  balance  sheet 
and  an  annual  current  statement  of  in¬ 
come  and  surplus  to  be  certified  by  ap¬ 
propriate  certified  public  accountants; 

(ii)  All  financial  statements  required 
to  be  submitted  under  paragraph  (a)(3) 
of  this  section  shall  be  due  within  120 
days  after  the  close  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  pertinent  accounting  period;  pro¬ 
vided  that  if  such  financial  statements 
have  been  furnished  to  other  United 
States  Government  agencies,  a  copy 
thereof  may  be  submitted; 

(iii)  Such  additional  financial  infor¬ 
mation  or  more  frequent  submissions  of 


information  as  the  Commission  may 
deem  necessary  in  appropriate  cases; 

(iv)  All  self-insurers  and  guarantors 
complying  with  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)(3)  of  this  section  must  within 
thirty  (30)  days  notify  the  Commission 
in  the  event  the  amounts  of  working  cap¬ 
ital  and/or  net  worth  of  such  self-insur¬ 
ers  or  guarantors  falls  below  the  amounts 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(v)  Upon  request  the  Commission  may 
grant  reasonable  extensions  of  the  time 
limits  provided  by  this  subparagraph  for 
filing  the  statements  required  by  this 
part:  Provided,  That  the  request  is  re¬ 
ceived  15  days  before  the  statements  are 
due  and  provided  further  that  such  re¬ 
quest  sets  forth  good  and  sufficient  rea¬ 
sons  to  justify  the  extension  requested. 
In  no  event,  however,  will  the  Commis¬ 
sion  entertain  requests  for  extensions  of 
more  than  60  days. 

•  •  •  *  * 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  proceeding  by  filing  with 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20573,  on  or 
before  June  10,  1974,  an  original  and  15 
copies  of  their  views  or  arguments  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposed  changes  in  Gen¬ 
eral  Orders  27  and  31.  All  suggestions  for 
changes  in  the  text  should  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  drafts  of  the  language  thought 
necessary  to  accomplish  the  desired 
change. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  74-12009  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Automated  Data  and  Telecommunications 
Service 

[  41  CFR  Part  101-32  ] 

GOVERNMENT-WIDE  AUTOMATED  DATA 
MANAGEMENT  SERVICES 

Proposed  Amendment  to  Federal  Property 
Management  Regulations 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (40  U.S.C.  486(c) ) ,  that 
the  General  Services  Administration  is 
considering  an  amendment  to  41  CFR 
101-32,  Government-Wide  Automated 
Data  Management  Services.  This  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  establishes  policy  and 
procedures  for  validating  COBOL  com¬ 
pilers  and  requires  that  Federal  agencies 
ensure  that  these  compliers  are  tested 
and  confirmed  to  meet  the  specifications 
of  a  designated  level  of  the  Federal  In¬ 
formation  Processing  Standards  Publica¬ 
tion  (FIPS  PUB)  21,  Federal  Standard 
COBOL  prior  to  purchase  or  lease.  Addi¬ 
tional  information  regarding  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  Federal  Information  Proc¬ 
essing  Standards  can  be  found  in 
§  101-32.1302. 

Written  data,  views,  or  objections  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposed  amendment  may 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  General 
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Services  Administration,  (CP)  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20405  on  or  before  July  23,  1974, 

Dated:  May  15,  1974. 

M.  S.  Meeker, 

Commissioner,  Automated  Data 
and  Telecommunications  Service. 

As  proposed,  the  amendment  to  the 
regulations  would  read  as  follows: 

1.  The  table  of  contents  for  Part 
101-32  is  amended  by  adding  a  new  sec¬ 
tion  to  Subpart  101-32.13  as  follows: 

101-32.1305-1*  Validation  of  COBOL  com¬ 
pilers. 

Subpart  101-32.13 — Implementation  of 

Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Publications  (FIPS  PUBS)  Into 

Solicitation  Documents 

2.  Section  101-32.1305-la  Is  added  to 
Subpart  101-32.13  as  follows: 

§  101-32.1305-la  Validation  of  COBOL 
compilers. 

This  section  sets  forth  the  policy  and 
establishes  the  procedures  for  validating 
COBOL  compilers  that  are  asserted  to  be 
in  conformance  with  one  or  more  levels 
specified  in  Federal  Information  Proc¬ 
essing  Standards  Publication  (FIPS 
PUB)  21,  Federal  Standard  COBOL,  and 
offered  to  the  Federal  Government  for 
purchase  or  lease. 

(a)  FIPS  PUB  21  specifies  the  use  of 
the  American  National  Standard  COBOL 
as  the  Federal  Standard  COBOL.  This 
standard  defines  the  elements  of  the 
COBOL  programing  language  and  the 
rules  for  their  use.  COBOL  compilers  of¬ 
fered  by  vendors  as  a  result  of  require¬ 
ments  set  forth  by  Federal  agencies  in 
solicitations  must  implement  the  lan¬ 
guage  elements  of  a  designated  level  of 
the  Federal  Standard  COBOL.  To  con¬ 
firm  that  an  implementation  meets  the 
specifications  of  a  designated  level  of  the 
Federal  Standard  COBOL,  validation 
routines  have  been  developed  and  ap¬ 
proved  for  use  in  testing  COBOL  com¬ 
pilers.  These  routines  are  known  as  the 
COBOL  Compiler  Validation  System 
(CCVS).  A  Federal  COBOL  Compiler 
Testing  Service  (FCCTS)  also  has  been 
established  to  provide  a  validating  service 
for  the  Federal  agencies.  The  FCCTS  is 
jointly  sponsored  by  the  National  Bureau 
of  Standards  (NBS)  and  the  Department 
of  Defense  (DOD) . 

(b)  All  COBOL  compilers  brought  into 
the  Federal  inventory  shall  be  validated 
prior  to  the  acceptance  and  use  of  the 
compiler.  The  validation  results  for  a 
COBOL  compiler  shall  be  used  by  a  Fed¬ 
eral  agency  to  confirm  that,  insofar  as 
the  CCVS  tests  the  language  elements 
included  in  a  designated  level  of  Federal 
Standard  COBOL,  the  compiler  meets 
the  specifications  of  that  level  of  the 
Standard.  When  In  a  solicitation,  an 
agency  has  granted  a  waiver  of  the  speci¬ 
fications  In  Federal  Standard  COBOL 
(FIPS  PUB  21) ,  only  the  portions  of  the 
specifications  that  have  been  waived  are 
excluded  from  the  validation  require¬ 
ments. 


(c)  Validation  shall  be  performed 
using  the  compiler,  operating  system, 
and  pertinent  components  of  the  equip¬ 
ment  configuration  being  proposed. 

(d)  Validations  shall  be  performed, 
on  a  cost-reimburseable  basis,  by  the 
FCCTS  upon  request  from  either  a 
vendor  or  a  Federal  agency.  The  FCCTS 
will  use  the  official  CCVS  for  all  valida¬ 
tions.  Advance  notice  of  changes  to  the 
approved  CCVS  and  the  effective  date 
of  such  changes  will  be  published  by  NBS 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(e)  Questions  shall  be  referred  to  the 
FCCTS.  Unresolved  questions  shall  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  NBS  for  resolution. 

(f)  Upon  request  and  subject  to  re¬ 
imbursement  of  the  expenses  for  repro¬ 
duction  and  distribution,  the  approved 
CCVS  and  its  supporting  documentation 
shall  be  made  available  to  anyone  by  the 
FCCTS. 

(g)  Requests  for  validation  services  are 
submitted  to: 

Director,  Federal  COBOL  Compiler 
Testing  Service 
Department  of  the  Navy 
ADPE  Selection  Office 
Washington,  DC  20376 

(h)  The  FCCTS  shall  send  a  copy  of 
each  request  received  to: 

Associate  Director  for  ADP  Standards 
Institute  for  Computer  Sciences  and  Tech¬ 
nology 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 
Department  of  Commerce 
Washington,  DC  20234 

(i)  When  a  request  for  validation  serv¬ 
ices  requires  that  a  validation  be  per¬ 
formed,  the  requestor  is  responsible  for 
providing  the  necessary  test  facilities. 
Either  Government,  vendor,  or  contrac¬ 
tor  test  facilities  may  be  used  as  long  as 
the  requirements  stated  in  paragraph 
(c)  above  are  met. 

(j)  In  response  to  a  request  for  valida¬ 
tion  services,  the  FCCTS  will  provide  a 
Validation  Summary  Report  (VSR)  re¬ 
flecting  a  summarization  of  the  valida¬ 
tion  results.  In  addition,  a  copy  of  the 
VSR  will  be  forwarded  to : 

Associate  Director  for  ADP  Standards 
Institute  for  Computer  Sciences  and  Tech¬ 
nology 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington,  DC 

20234 

The  requestor  may  advise  the  FCCTS 
to  provide  a  copy  of  the  VSR  to  other 
persons. 

(k)  All  costs  associated  with  a  valida¬ 
tion  shall  be  borne  by  the  requestor.  The 
FCCTS  will  send  the  requestor  an  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  validation  costs,  reimburs¬ 
able  to  the  FCCTS,  which  Is  to  be  ap¬ 
proved  prior  to  commencing  the  valida¬ 
tion  process. 

(l)  Any  ambiguity  that  is  identified, 
either  by  the  FCCTS  or  by  the  requestor, 
shall  be  referred  to  the  NBS.  The  COBOL 
Interpretations  Committee,  chaired  by 
NBS,  will  provide  the  FCCTS  and/or  the 
requestor  with  an  interpretation  of  the 
Federal  Standard  COBOL  to  resolve  the 
ambiguity.  Requests  for  interpretation 
shall  be  sent  to: 


COBOL  Interpretation  Committee 
c/o  Associate  Director  for  ADP  Standards 
Institute  for  Computer  Sciences  and  Tech¬ 
nology 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 
Department  of  Commerce 
Washington,  D.C.  20234 

(m)  The  standard  terminology  for  use 
in  solicitation  documents  is: 

Validation  of  COBOL  Compilers 

All  COBOL  compilers  brought  into  the 
Federal  Inventory  as  a  result  of  this  solicita¬ 
tion  must  be  validated  using  the  official 
COBOL  Compiler  Validation  System  (CCVS) 
in  accordance  with  Federal  Property  Man¬ 
agement  Regulation  101-32.1305-la.  The 
validation  will  be  used  to  confirm  that  the 
compiler  meets  the  specified  requirements  of 
the  designated  level  of  FIPS  PUB  21  Federal 
Standard  COBOL.  All  deviations  from  the 
standard  reflected  in  the  Validation  Sum¬ 
mary  Report  (VSR)  not  previously  covered 
by  a  waiver  or  the  flagging  requirements  set 
forth  in  FPMR  101-32.1305-1  must  be  cor¬ 
rected.  In  addition,  each  ambiguity  resulting 
from  such  deviations  must  be  resolved  In 
order  for  the  offer  to  be  considered  respon¬ 
sive  to  the  Government’s  requirements.  The 
offeror  is  responsible  for  obtaining  the  re¬ 
quired  validation,  and  a  copy  of  the  VSR 
shall  be  submitted  with  his  offer. 

[FR  Doc.74-12014  Filed  6-23-74:8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  210  ] 

[Release  Nos.  33-5492,  34-10775] 

FINANCIAL  statements 

Disclosure  Provisions  for  Defense  and 
Long-Term  Contract  Activities 

The  Commission  today  Issued  for 
public  comment  proposed  amendments 
to  Rules  5-02.3  and  5-02.6  of  Regulation 
S-X  117  CFR  210.5-02-3  and  5-02-6  J 
which  would  require  more  detailed  dis¬ 
closure  of  the  components  of  accounts 
receivable  and  inventories  and  the  ac¬ 
counting  policies  and  assumptions  upon 
which  the  amounts  are  based. 

These  proposals  are  made  as  part  of  a 
continuing  effort  to  obtain  improvements 
in  the  quality  of  financial  statement  dis¬ 
closures  made  by  registrants.  The  prin¬ 
cipal  thrust  of  the  current  proposals  is 
directed  toward  meaningful  disclosure  of 
long-term  contract  activities.  Such  activ¬ 
ities  are  traditionally  characterized  by 
greater  degrees  of  risk  and  uncertainty 
than  are  manufacturing  and  service 
operations,  and  accordingly  the  dis¬ 
closures  required  related  to  such  activi¬ 
ties  must  be  more  comprehensive  in  order 
to  enable  investors  to  appraise  such  risks. 

In  Securities  Act  Release  No.  5263  [37 
FR  214641  dated  June  22,  1972,  the  Com¬ 
mission  urged  corporate  managers  to  re¬ 
view  their  policies  with  respect  to  cor¬ 
porate  disclosure  on  defense  and  other 
long-term  contracting  activities  to  assure 
that  adequate  disclosure  policies  were 
followed  and  emphasized  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  registrants  and  their  professional 
advisors  for  prompt  and  adequate  dis¬ 
closure.  Based  upon  experience  gained 
since  that  release,  it  appears  necessary 
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and  appropriate  to  expand  the  rules  set 
forth  in  Regulation  S-X  [17  CFR  Part 
2101  to  call  for  disclosure  of  greater  detail 
in  certain  critical  areas,  particularly 
with  respect  to  the  nature  of  costs  ac¬ 
cumulated  in  inventories,  the  effect  of 
cost  accumulation  policies  on  cost  of 
sales,  and  the  effect  of  revenue  recogni¬ 
tion  practices  on  receivables  and  in¬ 
ventories. 

Summary  of  Proposed  Amendments. 
Rule  5-02.3,  Accounts  and  notes  receiv¬ 
able,  is  proposed  to  be  expanded  by  the 
addition  of  three  subparagraphs  which 
deal  with  retainage  under  contracts,  un¬ 
billed  (and  often  currently  unbillable) 
receivables  and  contract  claims.  These 
three  subparagraphs  call  for  separate 
disclosure  of  the  amounts  involved,  the 
prerequisites  for  billing  unbilled  receiv¬ 
ables  (paragraph  (f) )  and  the  com¬ 
ponents  of  claims  included  in  receivables 
(paragraph  (g) ) .  Each  of  these  types  of 
receivables  has  different  risk  and  liquid¬ 
ity  characteristics  from  other  receivables 
and  the  proposed  disclosures  appear  ap¬ 
propriate  for  disclosing  those  char¬ 
acteristics.  Paragraph  (b)  of  Rule  5-02.3 
is  modified  to  make  clear  the  requirement 
for  disclosure  of  receivables  expected  to 
be  collected  after  one  year  as  well  as 
those  maturing  after  one  year. 

Rule  5-02.6  is  proposed  to  be  amended 
to  call  for  details  regarding  work-in¬ 
process  inventories  relating  to  long-term 
contracts  or  projects.  Such  contracts  or 
projects  are  defined  to  include  all  those 
for  which  gross  profits  are  recognized  on 
a  percentage-of -completion,  total  pro¬ 
gram  or  other  similar  basis  and  any  other 
contracts  which  have  been  or  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  in  process  for  more  than 
twelve  months.  Although  not  required, 
there  is  no  objection  to  including  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  contracts  of  shorter 
duration. 

It  is  recognized  that  inventories  relat¬ 
ing  to  long-term  contracts  or  programs 
may  include  amounts  which  have  sub¬ 
stantially  different  risk  and  liquidity 
characteristics  than  other  work-in-proc¬ 
ess  inventories.  Proposed  Rule  5-02.6(d) 
(i)  calls  for  disclosure  of  amounts  in¬ 
cluded  in  inventory  which  are  expected 
to  be  matched  against  future  orders  and 
the  assumptions  underlying  the  deferral 
of  such  costs.  Rule  5-02.6(d)  (ii)  is  con¬ 
cerned  with  “claims”  and  the  compon¬ 
ents  of  such  amounts.  Rule  5-02.6 (d) 
(iii)  requires  disclosure  of  amounts  of 
manufacturing  cost  carried  forward  on 
a  “learning  curve”  concept. 

Proposed  Rule  5-02.6 (d)  (iv)  calls  for 
disclosure  of  the  amount  of  progress  pay¬ 
ments  netted  against  inventory.  Such  dis¬ 
closure  is  considered  necessary  for  read¬ 
ers  to  obtain  an  understanding  of  the 
magnitude  and  financing  method  of  un¬ 
completed  projects. 

Proposed  Rule  5-02.6(d)  (v)  calls  for 
disclosure  of  the  amount  of  inventory 
title  to  which  is  vested  in  customers  be¬ 
cause  the  related  assets  are  not  available 
to  the  creditors. 

The  accompanying  proposal  also  in¬ 
cludes  as  proposed  Rule  5-02.6  (b)  a  re¬ 
vision  of  certain  changes  previously  pro¬ 
posed  as  part  of  Securities  Act  Release 


No.  5427  [38  FR  289481  dated  October  4, 
1973.  Essentially,  the  earlier  proposal  is 
modified  to  require  additional  disclosure 
of  the  amounts  of  costs  generally  clas¬ 
sified  as  general  and  administrative  ex¬ 
pense  or  research  and  development  in¬ 
curred  during  the  year  and  charged  to 
the  inventory  account.  This  modification 
is  designed  to  provide  data  which  would 
allow  meaningful  comparisons  to  be 
made  between  companies  which  treat 
such  items  as  inventoried  costs  and 
those  which  treat  such  items  as  period 
costs.  Since  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  Securities  Act  Release  No.  5427 
are  presently  being  evaluated,  it  is  the 
modification  of  proposed  Rule  5-02.6 (b) 
about  which  the  Commission  presently 
desires^  comment. 

As  noted  in  the  accompanying  rule 
proposals.  Rule  5-02.6 (c) ,  as  proposed  in 
Securities  Act  Release  No.  5427,  is  not 
changed  by  the  current  proposals.  Com¬ 
ments  on  this  paragraph  are  still  being 
considered,  and  no  conclusions  have  been 
reached  regarding  the  earlier  proposal. 

The  rules  proposed  herein  would  ap¬ 
ply  to  disclosure  in  financial  statements 
filed  with  the  Commission.  Registrants 
and  their  independent  public  accountants 
must  make  the  determination  as  to  what 
information  regarding  such  matters  is 
required  to  constitute  satisfactory  finan¬ 
cial  statement  disclosure  under  generally 
accepted  accounting  principles. 

In  order  to  assist  in  understanding 
the  nature  of  the  disclosures  contem¬ 
plated  in  the  accompanying  rule  pro¬ 
posals,  an  illustrative  presentation  is  at¬ 
tached  as  an  exhibit  to  this  release.  The 
inclusion  of  this  exhibit  does  not  imply 
that  other  styles  of  presentation  are  not. 
equally  acceptable  and  is  not  intended 
to  stifle  innovation  in  presenting  rele¬ 
vant  data  in  a  meaningful  way.  Rather, 
it  is  included  in  the  belief  that  it  may 
facilitate  evaluation  of  rule  proposals. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  to  be 
made  pursuant  to  authority  conferred 
on  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
particularly  sections  6,  7,  8,  10  and  19 
(a)  [15  U.S.C.  77f,  77g,  77h,  77j  and  77s] 
thereof  and  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  particularly  sections  12,  13,  15 
(d)  and  23(a)  [15  U.S.C.  781,  78m,  78o 
(d)  and  78w]  thereof. 

Commission  action.  The  Commission 
hereby  proposes  to  amend  §§  210.5-02-3 
and  210.5-02-6  of  17  CFR  Chapter  n, 
and  as  amended  they  would  read  as 
shown  in  the  attached  text  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
foregoing  proposal  to  amend  Rules  5- 
02.3  and  5-02.6  of  Regulation  S-X  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549,  on  or  before  July  15,  1974. 
Such  communications  should  refer  to 
File  No.  S7-523.  All  such  communica¬ 
tions  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

May  6,  1974. 


I.  In  §  210.5-02,  paragraph  3(b)  would 
be  revised  and  new  paragraphs  3(e),  (f) 
and  (g)  would  be  added;  paragraphs  6 
(a)  and  (b)  would  be  revised  and  new 
paragraphs  6  (d)  and  (d)  (i),  (ii),  (iii), 
(iv)  and  (v)  would  be  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  210.5—02  Balance  sheets. 

•  •  •  *  * 

3.  *  *  * 

(b)  If  receivables  maturing  or  expected  to 
be  collected  after  one  year  are  included  here 
under  a  longer  current  operating  cycle  (see 
Rule  3-11),  state  in  a  note  to  the  financial 
statements  the  amount  thereof  and,  if  prac¬ 
ticable,  the  amounts  maturing  or  expected 
to  be  collected  in  each  year.  Interest  rates 
on  major  receivable  items  maturing  after 
one  year,  or  classes  of  receivables  so  matur¬ 
ing,  shall  be  set  forth,  or  an  indication  of 
the  average  interest  rate,  or  the  range  of 
rates,  on  all  receivables  shall  be  given. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  If  receivables  include  amounts  rep¬ 
resenting  retainage  under  contracts,  state 
the  amount  thereof  either  in  the  balance 
sheet  or  in  a  note  to  the  financial  state¬ 
ments. 

(f)  If  receivables  include  amounts  which 
had  not  been  billed  to  customers  at  the  date 
of  the  balance  sheet  for  reasons  other  than 
the  normal  operation  of  a  periodic  billing 
system,  state  separately  the  amount  thereof 
and,  in  a  note  to  the  financial  statements, 
describe  the  prerequisites  for  billing. 

(g)  If  receivables  include  claims  for 
amounts  in  excess  of  current  contract 
amounts  included  in  expectation  of  recovery 
pursuant  to  escalation,  repricing,  change 
orders,  or  similar  contract-  provisions,  or  in 
expectation  of  the  outcome  of  other  negotia¬ 
tions  not  yet  completed,  the  amount  and  the 
components  thereof  shall  be  disclosed  in  a 
note. 

***** 

6.  Inventories,  (a)  State  separately  here, 
or  in  a  footnote  referred  to  herein,  if  prac¬ 
ticable,  the  major  classes  of  Inventory  such 
as  (1)  finished  goods;  (2)  work  in  process 
relating  to  long-term  contracts  or  projects 
(see  (d)  below  and  Rule  3-11);  (3)  other 
work  in  process  (see  Rule  3-11);  (4)  raw  ma¬ 
terials;  and  (5)  supplies. 

(b)  The  basis  of  determining  the  amounts 
shall  be  stated.  If  the  basis  is  “cost,”  de¬ 
scribe  the  methods  of  determining  cost.  This 
description  shall  include  the  cost  elements 
included  in  inventory  if  such  elements  are 
other  than  materials,  labor  and  factory  over¬ 
head  directly  attributable  to  goods  cur¬ 
rently  in  inventory  (e.g.,  contract  claims,  re¬ 
tained  costs,  administrative  cost,  etc.),  and 
the  method  by  which  costs  are  removed  from 
inventory  (e.g.,  “average  cost,”  “first-in, 
first-out,”  “last-in,  first-out,”  "projected  av¬ 
erage  cost  per  unit”) .  If  the  basis  is  market,” 
describe  the  method  of  determining  “mar¬ 
ket”  if  other  than  current  replacement  cost. 
If  any  (1)  general  and  administrative  costs 
or  (2)  research  and  development  costs  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  customer  sponsored  research  and 
development)  are  charged  to  inventory,  the 
amounts  of  each  incurred  in  each  period 
shall  be  stated  in  a  note,  and  the  amounts  of 
each  remaining  in  inventory  at  the  end  of 
each  period  shall  be  stated.  (In  this  proposed 
paragraph  6(b),  material  in  the  2d  and  3d 
sentences  was  originally  proposed  in  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  Release  No.  5427  [38  FR  28948]  and 
material  in  the  last  sentence  represents  new 
proposed  material.) 

•  •  •  *  • 

(d)  For  purposes  of  this  rule,  long-term 
contracts  or  projects  include  all  contracts  or 
projects  for  which  gross  profits  are  recog¬ 
nized  on  a  percentage-of -completion,  total 
program  or  other  similar  basis  and  any  other 
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contracts  or  projects  which  have  been  or  are 
expected  to  be  in  process  tor  more  than 
twelve  months.  Contracts  or  projects  of 
shorter  duration  may  also  be  Included,  if 
deemed  appropriate.  For  all  long-term  con¬ 
tracts  or  projects,  the  following  information. 
If  applicable,  shall  be  stated  in  a  note  to  the 
financial  statements: 

(1)  The  amount  of  costs  Included  In  In¬ 
ventory  which  is  not  expected  to  be  absorbed 
in  cost  of  sales  based  on  existing  firm 
orders,  the  basis  on  which  such  costs  are  to 
be  absorbed,  and  the  principal  assumptions 
underlying  the  deferral  of  such  costs; 

(il)  The  amount  of  costs  included  in  in¬ 
ventory  associated  with  claims  for  amounts 
in  excess  of  current  contract  amounts  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  expectation  of  recovery  pur¬ 
suant  to  escalation,  repricing,  change  orders 
or  similar  contract  provisions  or  in  expec¬ 
tation  of  the  outcome  of  other  negotiations 
not  yet  completed  and  the  components 
thereof; 

(ill)  The  amount  by  which  accumulated 
manufacturing  costs  incurred  in  connection 
with  units  recognized  as  sold  by  the  balance 
sheet  date  exceeds  amounts  charged  to  cost 
of  sales  for  these  units; 

(lv)  The  amount  of  progress  payments 
netted  against  Inventory  at  the  date  of  the 
balance  sheet;  and 

(v)  The  aggregate  carrying  amount  of 
Items  included  in  inventory,  title  to  which 
is  vested  in  customers  pursuant  to  progress 
payment  or  similar  arrangements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Exhibit 

The  following  hypothetical  example  Is  fur¬ 
nished  to  Illustrate  the  character  and  detail 
of  the  disclosures  which  might  be  furnished 
in  response  to  Rules  6-02.3  and  6-02.6  of 
Regulation  S-X  as  amended  by  the  proposal 
contained  in  the  accompanying  Release.  The 
illustration  Is  provided  to  assist  in  under¬ 
standing  and  evaluating  the  proposals. 

•  •  •  •  • 

XYZ  Company  and  w-biidinrvt  eontolidatrd  Manet 
the  etc  at  December  SI 


[In  thousands] 


Assets 


Current  assets: 

Cash _ . 

Accounts  receivable: 

Trade  and  other  receivables,  net  of 
allowance  for  uncollectible  ac¬ 
counts  of  $38,000  in  1974  and 

*38,000  in  1973 . . 

Long  terra  and  other  contracts 
(notes  1  and  2) _ _ 

Total  accounts  receivable...—... 

Contracts  in  process  and  Inventories, 
net  of  progress  payments  (notes  1 

and  3) . . . 

Prepaid  expenses _ 

Total  current  assets _ 


1974  1973 


*438 

*627 

.  2,848 

2,306 

.  18,986 

19,038 

.  21,831 

21,432 

:  6,278 

6,257 

46 

27 

.  28,593 

28.343 

Note  1.  Summary  of  Significant  Accounting 
Policies 


Revenue  Recognition.  Sales  of  commercial 
products  and  sales  to  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  under  fixed-price  and  fixed-price 
incentive  contracts  are  recognized  in  the 
accounts  as  deliveries  are  made.  Sales  under 
cost-reimbursement  contracts  are  recorded 
as  costs  are  Incurred  and  include  estimated 
earned  fees  in  the  proportion  that  costs  In¬ 
curred  to  date  bear  to  total  estimated  costs. 
The  fees  under  certain  Government  contracts 
may  be  increased  or  decreased  in  accordance 
with  cost  or  performance  incentive  provisions 
which  measure  actual  performance  against 
established  targets  or  other  criteria.  Such 


incentive  fee  awards  or  penalties  are  Included 
in  sales  at  the  time  the  amounts  can  be  de¬ 
termined  reasonably. 

Inventories.  Inventories,  other  than  work 
In  process  relating  to  long-term  contracts, 
are  stated  at  the  lower  of  cost  (principally 
flrst-ln,  first-out)  or  market.  Work-in-proc- 
ess  representing  accumulated  costs  on  un¬ 
completed  contracts  is  stated  at  the  actual 
production  cost  incurred  including  factory 
overhead,  tooling,  development,  pre-produc¬ 
tion  and  general  and  administrative  costs  to 
date  reduced  by  amounts  identified  with 
revenue  recognized  on  units  delivered  or 
progress  completed.  Work-in-process  Is  fur¬ 
ther  reduced  by  charging  any  amounts  in 
excess  of  estimated  realizable  value  to  cost 
of  sales.  The  costs  attributed  to  units  de¬ 
livered  or  progress  completed  are  based  on 
the  estimated  average  cost  of  all  units  to  be 
produoed  and  are  determined  under  the 
learning  curve  concept  which  anticipates  a 
predictable  decrease  in  unit  costs  as  tasks 
and  production  techniques  become  more  ef¬ 
ficient  through  repetition. 

In  accordance  with  industry  practice,  in¬ 
ventories  include  amounts  relating  to  pro¬ 
grams  having  production  cycles  longer  than 
one  year  and  a  portion  thereof  will  not  be 
realized  within  one  year. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Not*  2 — Accounts  Receivable 

The  following  tabulation  shows  the  com¬ 
ponent  elements  of  accounts  receivable  from 
long-term  and  other  contracts: 

(In  thousands] 


1974 

1973 

U.8.  Government: 

Billed . 

Recoverable  costs  and  accrued  profit 

*7, 136 

*6,532 

on  units  delivered  or  progress  com- 

4,173 

3,791 

Uhreoovered  costs  and  accrued  profit 

in  excess  ot  contract  amounts,  not 
billed-  . 

1,468 

1,735 

12,777 

12,058 

Other  contracts: 

BUM . = 

Recoverable  co6ts  and  accrued  profit 

1,937 

*,442 

on  units  delivered  or  progress  com¬ 
pleted,  not  billed - - - - 

1,293 

364 

Retalnage,  due  upon  completion  of 

contracts - - -  . 

Unreeovered  oosts  and  accrued  profit 

2,441 

2,279 

in  excess  of  contract  amounts,  not 

hilled  _ _  _ 

537 

893 

18,985 

19,036 

The  balances  billed  but  not  paid  by  cus¬ 
tomers  pursuant  to  retalnage  provisions 
under  construction  contracts  will  be  due 
upon  completion  of  the  contracts  and  ac¬ 
ceptance  by  the  owner.  The  retention  bal¬ 
ances  at  December  31,  1974  are  expected  to 
become  due  and  payable  as  follows:  $270,000 
In  1976,  $846,000  in  1976  and  the  balance  in 
1977. 

Recoverable  costs  and  accrued  profit  not 
billed  comprise  principally  amounts  of  reve¬ 
nue  recognized  on  contracts  for  which  bill¬ 
ings  had  not  been  presented  to  the  contract 
owners  at  balance  sheet  date.  It  is  antici¬ 
pated  such  unbilled  amounts  receivable 
from  the  UR.  Government  at  December  31, 
1974  will  be  billed  and  collected  within  ap¬ 
proximately  sixty  days.  The  unbilled  ac¬ 
counts  receivable  applicable  to  Other  Con¬ 
tracts  are  billable  upon  completion  of 
performance  tests  which  are  expected  to  be 
completed  In  September  1976. 

Unrecovered  costs  and  accrued  proflt~ln 
excess  of  balance  sheet  date  contract 
amounts,  the  principal  amount  of  which  Is 
expected  to  be  billed  and  collected  within 
one  year,  consist  of  the  following  elements: 


[In  thousands] 


1974  1973 


U.8.  Government  contracts: 

Amounts  due  under  price  revision 
provisions  of  incentive  contracts.. _j  *78  *38 

Excess  of  estimated  or  proposed  over 

provisional  price . . a  14  19 

Estimated  amounts  due  under  un¬ 
priced  change  orders _ _ ;  1,  *78  1, 878 


Subtotal. . . 1,468  1,735 

Other  contracts: 

Estimated  amounts  doe  under  un¬ 
priced  change  orders _ _ 687  893 


Total. . .....:  2,006  2,828 


Note  3 — Inventories 

Contracts  In  process  and  Inventories  are 
classified  as  follows: 

[In  thousands] 


December  31 


1974 

1973 

Finished  goods . .  *3,822 

Work  in  process,  representing  accumu¬ 
lated  costs  on  long-term  contracts,  net 
of  amounts  attributed  to  revenues 

*3,705 

recognised  to  date . 

_ 2,292 

2,368 

Other  work  in  process . 

_  •  738 

947 

453 

3X1 

Supplies . 

Deduct  progress  payments 

7,417 

and  ad- 

71 

7,474 

v&uces. . 

_ ^  1.139 

1,217 

TotaL . 

.  - A  278 

6,257 

The  accumulated  costs  on  long-term  con¬ 
tracts  Include  unrecovered  costs  In  excess  of 
contract  amounts  of  $63,000  and  $41,000  on 
uncompleted  contracts  and  $28,000  and 
$37,000  applicable  to  contracts  under  which 
all  goods  or  services  have  been  completed  at 
December  31,  1974  and  1973,  respectively. 
The  principal  amount  of  such  unrecovered 
costs  represents  claims  asserted  against  cus¬ 
tomers  for  amounts  incurred  as  a  result  of 
faulty  materials  furnished  by  the  customer 
which  In  turn  caused  delays  in  performance 
under  the  contract.  In  the  opinion  of  man¬ 
agement  these  costs  will  be  recovered  by 
contract  modification  or  litigation. 

The  following  cost  elements  are  Included 
in  work-ln-process  related  to  long-term 
contracts: 

[In  thousands] 


December  31, 
1974  1973 


Manufacturing  and  production  oosts  of 

goods  currently  in  process . . 

Excess  of  manufacturing  or  production 

*1.223 

*844 

cost  of  delivered  units  over  the  esti¬ 
mated  average  cost  of  all  units  to  be 
produced . . 

847 

1,293 

General  and  administrative  costs . : 

41 

26 

Initial  tooling  and  other  nonrecurring 
costs .  . . . -- 

48 

66 

Development  and  preproduction  costs.. 

133 

149 

Total . . . . . . . 

2,292 

2,368 

Prior  to  1974,  the  Company’s  NX-4C  com¬ 
mercial  aircraft  program  was  In  the  early 
high-cost  period.  During  the  Initial  years 
of  the  program,  the  cost  of  units  produced 
exceeded  the  sales  price  of  the  delivered  units 
and  the  estimated  average  unit  cost  of  all 
units  to  be  produced  under  the  program. 
The  estimated  average  unit  cost  is  predicated 
on  the  assumption  that  production  costs 
(principally  labor  and  materials)  will  de¬ 
crease  as  the  project  matures  and  efficiencies 
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associated  with  increased  volume,  improved 
production  techniques  and  the  performance 
of  repetitive  tasks  (the  learning  curve  con¬ 
cept)  are  realized. 

Recovery  of  deferred  production  and  other 
start-up  costs  is  dependent  on  the  number 
of  aircraft  ultimately  sold  and  actual  selling 
prices  and  production  costs  related  to  future 
transactions.  Sales  significantly  under  esti¬ 
mates  or  costs  significantly  over  estimates 
could  result  in  the  realization  of  substantial 
losses  on  the  program  in  future  years.  Reali¬ 
zation  of  approximately  $721,000  of  the  gross 
commercial  aircraft  inventories  at  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1974  is  dependent  on  receipt  of  future 
firm  orders. 

Based  on  studies  made  by  and  on  behalf  of 
the  Company,  management  believes  there 
exists  for  this  aircraft  a  market  for  over  250 
units,  including  deliveries  to  date,  with  pro¬ 
duction  and  deliveries  continuing  at  a  nor¬ 
mal  rate  to  at  least  1980.  At  December  31, 
1974,  117  aircraft  had  been  delivered  under 
the  program,  and  the  backlog  included  64 
firm  unfilled  orders  and  options  for  43  units. 

During  1974,  $251,000  of  general  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  expense  and  $33,000  of  research 
and  development  expense  were  incurred  and 
charged  to  Inventories.  Comparable  amounts 
in  1973  were  $238,000  and  $42,000,  respec¬ 
tively. 

Title  to  certain  Inventories  and  contracts 
In  progress  is  vested  in  the  United  States 
Government  pursuant  to  contract  provisions 
related  to  progress  payments.  Such  amounts 
were  $1,743,000  and  $1,347,000  at  December 
31, 1974  and  1973,  respectively. 

[PR  Doc.74-11904  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[  29  CFR  Part  1910  ] 

[Docket  OSH-36] 

VINYL  CHLORIDE;  OCCUPATIONAL 
EXPOSURE  STANDARD 

Hearing 

On  May  10,  1974,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  with  regard  to  a  permanent 


standard  for  occupational  exposure  to 
vinyl  chloride  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (39  FR  16896) .  The  notice 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  proceeding,  by  means 
of  written  submissions  to  be  mailed  to 
the  given  address,  postmarked  no  later 
than  June  10,  1974.  The  notice  also  per¬ 
mits  interested  persons  to  file  objections 
to  the  proposed  standard  set  out  in  the 
notice  and  request  a  hearing  thereon. 
The  objections  must  specify  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  proposed  standard  to 
which  objections  are  made,  state  the 
grounds  for  the  objections,  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  summary  of  the  evidence  to 
be  adduced  at  the  requested  hearing, 
and  must  be  postmarked  no  later  than 
June  10,  1974. 

Informal  contacts  with  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration  staff 
have  disclosed  widespread  interest  in  the 
proceeding,  a  probability  of  requests  for 
a  hearing,  and  an  alleged  need  for  more 
time  for  the  submission  of  written  com¬ 
ments  and  the  formulation  of  objections 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  notice. 

Accordingly,  it  has  been  decided  to 
waive  the  requirements  for  objections 
and  request  for  a  hearing  thereon  and 
instead  to  set  for  hearing  the  entire  pro¬ 
posed  standard,  set  forth  in  the  May  10 
notice.  It  is  hoped  that  this  decision  will ; 
(1)  Eliminate  the  possible  difficulty  of 
formulating  appropriate  objections  with¬ 
in  the  short  period  of  time  fixed  in  the 
notice;  (2)  permit  full  participation  at 
the  hearing,  without  limitation  as  to  is¬ 
sues;  and  (3)  expedite  the  proceeding, 
in  view  of  the  six-month  provision  in  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Williams-Steiger  Occu¬ 
pational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970, 
and  the  expectation  that  a  hearing  would 
be  requested  and  scheduled  anyway. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  6(b), 
6(c) ,  and  8(c)  of  the  Occupational  Safe¬ 


ty  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1593, 
1596,  1599;  29  U.S.C.  655,  657) ,  Secretary 
of  Labor’s  Order  No.  12-71  (36  FR  8754) 
and  29  CFR  Part  1911,  the  notice  of  the 
proposed  rulemaking  on  vinyl  chloride 
published  on  May  10,  1974  at  39  FR 
16896,  is  hereby  amended  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  respects:  (1)  The  part  of  the  notice 
concerning  the  filing  of  objections  and 
requests  for  hearing,  in  the  third  full 
paragraph  of  the  middle  column  of  page 
16897  of  the  May  10  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register,  is  withdrawn!;  and  (2)  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following  paragraphs  are 
added: 

Data,  views,  and  arguments  concerning  the 
proposed  standard  will  be  received  by  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  Judge,  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge  of  the 
Department  of  Labor  at  an  informal  hear¬ 
ing  to  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  June  25,  1974  in  the 
Departmental  Auditorium  on  Constitution 
Avenue,  between  12th  &  14th  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  hearing  shall  be  conducted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  procedure  in  29  CFR 
Part  1911.  Any  interested  person  desiring  to 
participate  at  the  hearing  must  file  a  notice 
of  intention  to  appear  with  Ms.  Joanne  Good- 
ell,  Attn:  Docket  OSH-36,  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration,  1726  M 
Street,  NW.,  Room  200,  UR.  Department  of 
Labor,  Washington,  D.C.  20210  no  later  than 
June  17,  1974.  A  notice  must  state  the  name 
and  address  of  the  person  to  appear,  the  ca¬ 
pacity  in  which  he  will  appear,  and  the  ap¬ 
proximate  amount  of  time  required  for  his 
presentation.  In  addition,  to  the  extent  prac¬ 
ticable,  the  notice  should  contain  a  general 
statement  of  the  position  to  be  taken  with 
respect  to  any  provision  of  the  proposed 
standard,  and  of  the  evidence  to  be  adduced 
in  support  of  the  position. 

In  all  other  respects,  the  May  10,  1974 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  remains 
unchanged. 

Signed  this  22d  day  of  May  1974. 

John  H.  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.  74-12188  Filed  5-23-74;  11 : 15  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-142] 

NATIONAL  REVIEW  BOARD  FOR  THE  CEN¬ 
TER  FOR  CULTURAL  AND  TECHNICAL 

INTERCHANGE  BETWEEN  EAST  AND 

WEST 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Executive  Committee  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Review  Board  for  the  Center  for 
Cultural  and  Technical  Interchange  Be¬ 
tween  East  and  West  (East- West  Center) 
will  meet  in  open  session  in  the  Pacific 
Room  of  the  East- West  Center,  1777 
East-West  Road,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  on 
June  20  and  21,  1974  from  9:30  a.m.  to 
4:30  p.m. 

The  Committee  will  discuss  the  possi¬ 
ble  incorporation  of  the  East-West 
Center. 

Dated:  May  16,  1974. 

Carol  M.  Owens, 
Executive  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-11977  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  &m| 


[Public  Notice  CM-140] 

U.S.  NATIONAL  COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 

INTERNATIONAL  RADIO  CONSULTATIVE 

COMMITTEE  (CCIR) 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that  the  U.S.  National  Committee  for 
the  International  Radio  Consultative 
Committee  <CCIR>  will  meet  on  June  27, 
1974,  at  9:30  a  m.  in  Room  1107.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State,  22nd  and  C  Streets,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  U.S.  National  Committee  assists 
in  the  resolution  of  administrative/pro¬ 
cedural  problems  pertaining  to  U.S. 
CCIR  activities;  provides  advice  on  mat¬ 
ters  of  policy  and  positions  in  prepara¬ 
tion  for  CCIR  Plenary  Assemblies  and 
meetings  of  the  international  CCIR 
Study  Groups;  and  recommends  the  dis¬ 
position  of  all  proposed  U.S.  contribu- 
tiohs  to  the  international  CCIR  which 
are  submitted  to  the  Committee  for  its 
consideration. 

The  purposes  of  the  meeting  on 
June  27  will  be: 

a.  Review  the  conclusions  of  the  Anal  meet¬ 
ings  of  the  Study  Groups;  and 

b.  Establish  positions  for  the  XHIth 
Plenary  Assembly  In  regard  to: 

( 1 )  Documents  of  the  Study  Groups 

(2)  CCIR  organization  and  procedures 

(3)  Officers  of  the  Study  Groups. 

Members  of  the  general  public  who  de¬ 
sire  to  attend  the  meeting  on  June  27  will 
be  admitted  up  to  the  limits  of  the  ca¬ 
pacity  of  the  meeting  room.  In  that  re¬ 
gard,  entrance  to  the  Department  of 


State  building  is  controlled  and  entry 
will  be  facilitated  if  arrangements  are 
made  in  advance  of  the  meeting.  It  is 
requested  that  prior  to  June  27,  1974, 
members  of  the  general  public  who  plan 
to  attend  the  meeting  inform  their  name 
and  address  to  Mr.  Gordon  L.  Huffcutt, 
Office  of  Telecommunications,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State;  the  telephone  number  is 
area  code  202,  632-2631.  All  non-Govern- 
ment  attendees  at  the  meeting  should  use 
the  C  Street  entrance  to  the  building. 

Dated:  May  15, 1974. 

Gordon  L.  Huffcutt, 

Chairman, 

U.S.  National  Committee. 

| FR  Doc.74-11948  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


Agency  for  International  Development 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  VOLUNTARY 
FOREIGN  AID 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11686  and 
the  provisions  of  section  10(a),  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  spon¬ 
sored  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  which  will  be  held 
on  June  11,  1974,  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30 
p.m.,  in  Room  5951,  New  State  Building, 
21st  and  Virginia  Avenue  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

The  purpose  is  to  provide  a  forum  for 
sharing  information,  opportunities,  prob¬ 
lems  and  suggestions  related  to  overseas 
food  resources  and  distribution  by  U.S. 
private  and  voluntary  agencies  in  support 
of  humanitarian  and  development  objec¬ 
tives. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Any 
interested  person  may  attend  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  procedures  established  by  the 
Committee,  and  participate  to  the  extent 
time  available  permits.  Written  state¬ 
ments  may  be  filed  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

Dr.  Jarold  A.  Kieffer  will  be  the  A.I.D. 
Representative.  Information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Robert  R.  Johnson,  Telephone:  AC  202- 
632-1892.  Persons  desiring  to  attend  the 
meeting  should  enter  the  New  State 
Building  through  the  21st  Street  en¬ 
trance.  Arrangements  for  admission  will 
be  made  with  the  Security  Guard  at  the 
entrance. 

Dated:  May  21, 1974. 

Jarold  A.  Kieffer, 
Assistant  Administrator,  for 
Population  and  Humanitarian 
Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.74-12122  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

ARMY  AND  AIR  FORCE  EXCHANGE  AND 
MOTION  PICTURE  SERVICES  CIVILIAN 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Annual  Report 

May  24,  1974. 

The  Civilian  Advisory  Committee  to 
the  Board  of  Directors,  Army  and  Air 
Force  Exchange  and  Motion  Picture 
Services,  on  May  17, 1974  filed  its  Annual 
Report  for  1973  with  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress,  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
section  13  of  Public  Law  92-463. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  review  the  Re¬ 
port  may  visit  the  Library  of  Congress, 
Exchange  and  Gift  Division,  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Desk,  Washington,  DC 
20540.  Copies  of  the  Report  and  addi¬ 
tional  information  may  be  obtained  by 
telephoning  (202-697-3336)  or  writing 
the  Executive  Secretary,  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors,  Army  and  Air  Force  Exchange  and 
Motion  Picture  Services,  Room  5E479, 
The  Pentagon,  Washington,  DC  20310. 

Harlan  W.  Tucker, 
Colonel,  US  Army, 
Executive  Secretary,  AAFEMPS. 
[FR  Doc.74-11976  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


Department  of  the  Army 

HARRY  DIAMOND  LABORATORIES 

SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  Public 
Law  92-463  notice  is  hereby  made  of  a 
meeting  of  the  Harry  Diamond  Labora¬ 
tories  Scientific  Advisory  Committee  to 
be  held  on  May  30, 1974  from  9  a.m.  until 
4:30  p.m.  and  on  May  31,  1974  from  9 
a.m.  until  12  noon  at  the  Harry  Diamond 
Laboratories,  Connecticut  Avenue  at 
Van  Ness  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 

It  has  been  determined  by  the  Com¬ 
mander  of  the  Harry  Diamond  Labora¬ 
tories  that  the  meeting  will  concern 
matters  exempted  from  public  disclosure 
under  5  USC  552(b)  (1) .  Pursuant  to  this 
determination  both  sessions  of  the  above 
noted  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  in  accordance  with  Section  lOd  of 
Public  Law  92-463. 

By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army. 

R.  B.  Belnap, 
Special  Advisor  to  TAG. 

May  20,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11975  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 
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Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR  NATIONAL 
DREDGING  STUDY 

Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463)  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  the  tenth  meeting  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  for  National  Dredging  Study 
to  be  held  5-6  June  1974.  The  meeting 
will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  in  the  Ben  Frank¬ 
lin  Hotel,  9th  and  Chestnut  Sts.,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania. 

The  purposes  of  the  meeting  are  to 
have  the  Contractor,  Arthur  D.  Little, 
Inc.,  present  a  briefing  on  the  progress 
of  the  study  to  date  and  to  permit  port 
authorities,  dredging  contractors,  water¬ 
way  users  and  other  interested  parties  to 
present  their  views  with  respect  to  how 
the  future  dredging  requirements  of  the 
area  may  be  best  accomplished,  includ¬ 
ing  the  division  of  work  between  Govern¬ 
ment  and  contractor  dredge  equipment. 

Within  the  facilities  available  (about 
100  persons)  the  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public.  Upon  conclusion  of  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Contractor,  local  interested 
parties  may  present  their  views.  Such 
presentations  should  be  in  writing,  pref¬ 
erably  in  ten  copies  each  and  oral  pres¬ 
entations  limited  to  a  brief  summary 
of  the  material  presented.  In  any  event, 
the  Chairman  will  restrict  oral  discus¬ 
sion  to  the  prescribed  purposes  with  du¬ 
ration  to  be  controlled  by  the  number  re¬ 
questing  speaking  time. 

Inquiries  may  be  addressed  to  the 
Designated  Federal  Representative,  Mr. 
Eugene  B.  Conner,  DAEN-CWO-M,  Of¬ 
fice  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Army, 
Washington,  D.C.  20314. 

For  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

Dated:  May  21, 1974. 

John  V.  Parish,  Jr., 
Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
Executive  Director  of  Civil 
Works. 

JFR  Doc.74-12071  Filed  5-23-74; 8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

DOD  HEMOGLOBINOPATHY  POLICY 
REVIEW  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

The  DoD  Hemoglobinopathy  Policy  Re¬ 
view  Advisory  Committee  will  meet  in 
Room  1E801,  Pentagon,  Washington, 
D.C.  20301,  on  18  June  1974.  Meetings 
are  scheduled  from  0930  to  1200  and  1330 
to  1600  hours. 

The  purpose  of  the  meetings  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
for  Health  and  Environment  with  scien¬ 
tific  and  professional  advice  and  recom¬ 
mendations  on  hemoglobinopathy  policy. 

The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  to  the  extent  that  space  limitations  of 
the  meeting  place  permit.  Because  of 
these  limitations  interested  parties  are 
requested  to  reserve  space  by  calling 


202-697-9658.  Reservations  will  be  on  a 
first-come  basis. 

Matjmck  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  ( Comptroller ) . 

May  20,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11960  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife 
DISMAL  SWAMP  STUDY 
Notice  of  Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  provision  of  the  Dismal  Swamp 
Study  Act  of  October  9,  1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
478)  that  public  hearings  will  be  held  be¬ 
ginning  at  7  p.m.  June  25  at  the  Suffolk 
High  School  Auditorium  on  North  Sara¬ 
toga  Street,  located  in  downtown  Suffolk. 
Virginia,  to  be  continued  at  7  p.m. 
June  26  at  the  Sheep  School  Auditorium, 
located  on  the  comer  of  Road  and  Eliza¬ 
beth  Streets,  Elizabeth  City,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  The  proposal  to  be  discussed  will 
lead  to  recommendations  to  be  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  U.S. 
Congress  regarding  the  desirability  and 
feasibility  of  protecting  and  preserving 
the  Great  Dismal  Swamp  and  Dismal 
Swamp  Canal  in  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina. 

A  summary  containing  a  map  and  in¬ 
formation  on  the  Dismal  Swamp  Study 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Dismal  Swamp 
Study  Coordinator,  UB.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  John  W.  McCormack  Post 
Office  and  Courthouse,  Boston,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  02109. 

Individuals  or  organizations  may  ex¬ 
press  their  oral  or  written  views  by  ap¬ 
pearing  at  the  hearing,  or  they  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  for  inclusion  in 
the  official  record  of  the  hearing  to  the 
Dismal  Swamp  Study  Coordinator,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  at  the  above 
address  by  July  11,  1974. 

M.  A.  Mars  ton, 
Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  . 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

May  22, 1974. 

JFR  Doc.74-12112  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

EASTERN  POWDER  RIVER  BASIN, 
WYOMING 

Notice  of  Public  Hearings  for  Draft  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Statement  on  Development  of 
Coal  Resources 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  public 
hearings  will  be  held  at:  1)  Little  Ameri¬ 
ca,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming,  June  24, 1974  at 
7 :00  p.m.,  and  June  25,  1974  at  9 :00  a.m., 
M.d.t.;  2)  Ramada  Inn,  Casper,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  June  26,  1974  at  1:30  p.m.  and 
again  at  7:00  p.m.,  M.d.t.;  3)  Campbell 
County  High  School,  Gillette,  Wyoming, 
June  27,  1974  at  7:00  p.m.,  and  on  June 
28, 1910  at  9:00  a.m.,  M.d.t. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
for  the  development  of  coal  resources  in 
the  Eastern  Powder  River  Basin  of  Wyo¬ 
ming  is  expected  to  be  available  to  the 


public  the  first  week  of  June  1974.  A 
separate  Federal  Register  Notice  ol 
Availability  will  be  forthcoming  describ¬ 
ing  the  locations  where  the  draft  state¬ 
ment  may  be  obtained  or  reviewed. 

The  public  hearings  will  be  conducted 
by  an  Administrative  Law  Judge,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  of  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah.  Individuals  wishing  to  testify 
may  do  so  by  appearing  at  a  hearing 
place  as  previously  specified.  Persons 
wishing  to  give  testimony  will  be  limited 
to  ten  minutes,  with  written  submissions 
invited.  Prior  to  giving  testimony  at  the 
public  hearings,  individuals  or  spokes¬ 
men  are  requested  to  complete  a  hearing 
registration  form.  Registration  forms 
may  be  obtained  by  contracting  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Statement  Team,  Hitch¬ 
ing  Post  Inn,  1700  West  Lincolnway, 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001.  Written  com¬ 
ments  may  also  be  submitted  to  the  State 
Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  2120  Capitol 
Avenue,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001. 

Dated:  May  20,  1974. 

Ed  Hastey. 

Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-11998  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 
HOT  SPRINGS  NATIONAL  PARK 

Notice  of  Intention  To  Negotiate 
Concession  Contract 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
5  of  the  Act  of  October  9,  1965  (79  Stat. 
969;16  U.S.C.  20) ,  public  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  or  before  June  24, 1974,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  through  the 
Director  of  the  National  Park  Service, 
proposes  to  extend  the  concession  con¬ 
tracts  with  the  following  concessioners, 
authorizing  them  to  continue  to  operate 
bathhouses  in  Hot  Springs  National 
Park,  and  to  obtain  hot  mineral  waters 
therefrom  for  drinking,  bathing,  and 
such  other  purposes  as  may  be  author¬ 
ized  for  a  period  of  three  years  from 
January  1,  1975  through  December  31. 
1977. 

Buckstaff  Bath  House  Company 
Health  Services,  Inc. 

Lamar  Bath  House  Company 
Maurice  Bath  Company 
Ozark  Bath  House  Company 

Assessments  of  the  environmental  im¬ 
pact  of  these  proposed  actions  have  been 
made  and  it  has  been  determined  that 
they  will  not  significantly  affect  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  human  environment,  and  that 
they  are  not  major  Federal  actions  under 
the  Environmental  Quality  Act  and  the 
guidelines  of  the  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality.  The  environmental  as¬ 
sessments  may  be  reviewed  in  the  South¬ 
west  Regional  Office,  Post  Office  Box  728, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 

The  foregoing  concessioners  have  per¬ 
formed  their  obligations  under  the  ex¬ 
piring  contracts  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
National  Park  Service,  and  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  Act  cited  above,  are  en¬ 
titled  to  be  given  preference  in  the  re¬ 
newal  of  their  contracts  and  in  the  ne¬ 
gotiation  of  new  contracts.  However,  un- 
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der  the  Act  cited  above,  the  Secretary  is 
also  required  to  consider  and  evaluate 
all  proposals  received  as  a  result  of  this 
notice.  Any  proposal  to  be  considered 
and  evaluated  must  be  submitted  within 
thirty  (30)  days  after  the  publication 
date  of  this  notice. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  the 
Assistant  Director,  Concessions  Manage¬ 
ment,  National  Park  Service,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20240,  for  information  as  to  the 
requirements  of  the  proposed  contracts. 

Dated:  May  9,  1974. 

John  E.  Cook, 
Associate  Director, 
National  Park  Service. 

[PR  Doc.74-11944  Piled  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Docket  No.  M74-119] 

BIG  BEN  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Big  Ben  Coal  Co.  has  filed  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1405  to  its  Big  Ben  Mine  No.  1 
located  at  Chariton,  Iowa. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides  as  follows: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an  op¬ 
erator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30, 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic  cou¬ 
plers  which  couple  by  Impact  and  uncouple 
without  the  necessity  of  persons  going  be¬ 
tween  the  ends  of  such  equipment.  All  haul¬ 
age  equipment  without  automatic  couplers 
In  use  In  a  mine  on  March  30,  1970,  shall  also 
be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after  March  30, 
1970. 

Petitioner  requests  a  waiver  of  the 
foregoing  safety  standard  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  reasons: 

(1)  Installation  of  automatic  couplers  on 
Petitioner’s  end-dump  mine  cars  would  re¬ 
quire  a  total  renovation  of  the  shaft  bottom. 
Petitioner  has  recently  redesigned  the  shaft 
bottom  to  Insure  maxim upa  safety  and  prac¬ 
ticability. 

(2)  Petitioner’s  past  accident  record  re¬ 
veals  that  no  haulage  accidents  which  auto¬ 
matic  couplers  could  have  prevented  have 
occurred  in  the  subject  mine. 

( 3 )  Petitioner  Is  unaware  of  any  automatic 
couplers  which  are  designed  to  fit  Its  end- 
dump  cars. 

(4)  Petitioner’s  present  method  of  coupling 
and  uncoupling  cars  by  hand  while  the  cars 
rest  on  a  slight  decline  at  all  times  guar¬ 
antees  no  less  than  the  same  measure  of 
protection  afforded  by  the  mandatory  safety 
standard. 

Persons  Interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974.  Such  requests  or  comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Ap¬ 
peals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  erf  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 


Copies  of  thfe  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

Gilbert  O.  Lockwood, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  16,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11990  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  74-118] 

CONSOLIDATION  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(0 
(1970) ,  Consolidation  Coal  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.326  to  its  Ireland  Mine  lo¬ 
cated  in  Marshall  County,  West  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.326  provides  in  pertinent 
part  as  follows: 

In  any  coal  mine  opened  after  March  30, 
1970,  the  entries  used  as  Intake  and  returni 
air  courses  shall  be  separated  from  belt  haul¬ 
age  entries,  and  each  operator  of  such  mine 
shall  limit  the  velocity  of  the  air  coursed 
through  belt  haulage  entries  to  the  amount 
necessary  to  provide  an  adequate  supply  of 
oxygen  in  such  entries,  and  to  insure  that 
the  air  therein  shall  contain  less  than  1.0 
volume  per  centum  of  methane,  and  such 
air  shall  not  be  used  to  ventilate  active 
working  places.  •  •  • 

Petitioner  asserts  that  its  alternate 
method  will  provide  the  same  measure  of 
protection  as  afforded  by  the  manda¬ 
tory  safety  standard  for  the  following 
reasons: 

(1)  All  belts  In'  the  mine  are:  equipped 
with  a  fire -sensing  device,  provided  with 
water  lines  and  hoses,  constructed  of  fire- 
resistant  material,  and  patrolled  at  least 
once  each  shift. 

(2)  All  belt  drives  in  the  mines  are 
equipped  with  deluge  sprays  which  activate 
automatically  in  case  of  fire. 

(3)  Because  of  the  high  Ignition'  temper¬ 
atures  of  the  coal  dust  of  the  Pittsburgh  Coal 
seam  in  this  area,  there  is  no  history  of 
serious  belt  fires  in  this  area. 

(4)  In  case  of  fire,  there  will  still  be  a 
return  esc  ape  way  and  an  Intake  escapeway. 

(5)  Compliance  with  dust  standards  will 
be  effected  by  the  use  of  water  sprays  at 
points  of  the  belt  line  where  the  dust  may 
go  into  suspension. 

(6)  The  elimination  of  the  stoppings, 
overcasts,  and  seals  necessary  for  isolation 
will  enable  the  air  being  delivered  to  the 
faces  to  be  more  positively  regulated. 

(7)  The  elimination  of  the  resistance  cre¬ 
ated  by  the  stoppings,  overcasts  and  seals 
used  in  isolation  will  enable  more  air  to  be 
delivered  to  the  working  faces. 

(8)  The  supervision  and  inspection  of  the 
belt  lines  Is  more  effective  without  such 
Isolation. 

Petitioner’s  alternate  method  provides 
for  the  establishment  of  the  checkpoint 
stations  as  follows : 

(1)  Methane  and  air  quantity  readings 
would  be  made  by  a  certified,  competent 
person. 


(2)  Methane  would  not  be  permitted  to 
accumulate  In  the  return  air  courses  beyond 
the  legal  limits,  as  determined  at  the  un¬ 
derground  or  surface  stations. 

(3)  The  access  to  and  from  the  checkpoint 
stations  would  be  kept  In  a  travelable  and 
safe  condition. 

(4)  A  date  board  would  be  located  at  each 
station  for  the  Initials,  date  and  time  of  the 
certified  person  making  the  examination. 

(5)  Examinations  would  be  made  weekly 
at  each  station  as  required  by  section  75.305 
except  that  a  measurement  would  be  made  at 
the  surface  station  at  the  #1  fan  dally. 

(6)  The  record  of  all  readings  taken  would 
be  kept  In  a  book  for  that  purpose  at  the 
mine  office. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974.  Such  requests  or  comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Ap¬ 
peals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

Gilbert  O.  Lockwood, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  16,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11992  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  74-89] 

EAS  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Eas  Coal  Company  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  77.1605  (k)  to  its  No.  1  Mine  located 
at  Hazard,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  77.1605 (k)  provides  as  follows: 

Berms  or  guards  shall  be  provided  on  the 
outer  bank  of  elevated  roadways. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

(1)  The  grading,  surfacing  and  drainage 
on  haulage  roads  maintained  by  Petitioner 
compare  favorably  with  the  conditions  on 
nearby  state-maintained  roads. 

(2)  SoU  berms  would  not  provide  reliable 
protection  in  an  emergency.  In  lieu  of  the 
berms,  Petitioner  proposes  to  maintain  ade¬ 
quate  percentage  of  grade,  width,  elevation 
of  curves,  surfacing  and  drains  and  cross - 
thing  to  make  the  haulage  roads  safe  and 
usable. 

(3)  Installation  of  berms  or  guards  would 
necessarily  reduce  the  width  of  the  haulage 
roads  thereby  making  passing  more  hazard¬ 
ous. 

(4)  Installation  of  berms  or  guards  would 
require  blasting  and  sloping  of  the  hlghwall 
thereby  adding  expense  to,  and  interrupting 
production  in.  Petitioner’s  operation.  These 
alterations  would  also  increase  soil  erosion 
and  cause  additional  silt  and  spofi  to  accu¬ 
mulate  in  the  drainage  ditches  hampering 
drainage. 

(5)  Petitioner  asserts  that  its  haulage 
roads  in  their  present  oonditlon  are  as  safe 
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as  they  would  be  If  the  mandatory  safety 
standard  were  applied. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974.  Such  requests  or  comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

Gilbert  O.  Lockwood, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  16,  1974. 

| PR  Doc.74-11993  Filed  6-23-74;  8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  M  74-126] 

ISLAND  CREEK  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Island  Creek  Coal  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its  Bird  No.  2 
Mine  located  in  Conemaugh  Township, 
Somerset  County,  Pennsylvania. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides  as  follows: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
operator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30, 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic 
couplers  which  couple  by  impact  and  un¬ 
couple  without  the  necessity  of  persons  going 
between  the  ends  of  such  equipment.  All 
haulage  equipment  without  automatic 
couplers  in  use  in  a  mine  on  March  30.  1970, 
shall  also  be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after 
March  30, 1970. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

(1)  Petitioner  requests  approval  of  a 
coupling  system  whereby  mine  cars  are  per¬ 
manently  coupled  into  unit  trips.  These  cars, 
comprising  trips  of  fifteen  (15)  cars  each, 
will  not  be  coupled  and  uncoupled.  A  locomo¬ 
tive  will  be  located  on  each  end  of  the  trip 
while  coal  is  hauled  out  of  a  mine. 

(2)  AU  trips  will  originate  at  two  loading 
points  in  the  underground  workings,  and 
wiU  be  taken  to  the  outside  and  dumped  by 
the  drop  bottoms  on  the  cars  opening  to 
deposit  the  coal.  At  all  times,  including  when 
dumping  occurs,  all  cars  wHl  remain  on  the 
trip  as  one  unit. 

(3)  Cars  will  be  locked  together  by  a 
locking  and  coupling  pin  which  has  a  rod 
oassing  through  top  of  it.  The  rod  will  be 
retained  in  place  of  a  special  key  unit. 

(4)  The  car  on  the  locomotive  end  of  the 
trip  will  have  a  lever  permanently  attached 
to  the  coupling  pin.  The  lever  will  be  operated 
from  the  side  of  the  car. 

(5)  A  hand -link  aligner  will  be  used  to 
lift  the  coupling  link  without  the  necessity 
of  personnel  physically  positioning  them¬ 
selves  between  the  cars.  These  aligning  rods 
will  be  kept  on  the  bumper  of  each  locomo¬ 
tive. 

(6)  The  cars  which  are  the  subject  of  this 
petition  have  been  in  operation  since  1962 
with  a  minimum  of  operating  difficulties. 

(7)  The  above  plan  was  initiated  and  in¬ 
stituted  by  a  pilot  plan,  applied  to  one  car 


in  order  to  determine  its  efficacy.  Results  de¬ 
termined  by  testing  and  the  pilot  project 
demonstrated  that  outstanding  protection  is 
afforded  employees.  That  such  protection  is 
furnished  is  indicated  conclusively  by  the 
fact  that  no  employee  is  required  to  place 
any  part  of  his  body  between  any  cars  when 
coupling  or  uncoupling. 

(8)  Locking  and  coupling  of  cars  into  a 
unit  trip  will  eliminate  the  necessity  of  re¬ 
peated  coupling  and  uncoupling  of  the  cars. 
The  rod  attached  to  the  coupling  pin  will 
permit  cars  to  be  coupled  to  the  locomotive 
without  personnel  going  between  cars. 
Aligning  the  rod  for  the  centering  link  will 
provide  greater  protection  than  the  align¬ 
ment  procedure  for  automatic  couplers. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition 
may  request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearing  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

Gilbert  O.  Lockwood, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  16,  1974. 

| PR  Doc.74-11991  Piled  5-23-74;8:45  am| 

|  Docket  No.  M  74-129 1 

ISLAND  CREEK  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969.  30  U.S.C.  861  fc) 
(1970),  Island  Creek  Coal  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  76.1405  to  its  Guyan  No. 
5  Mine  located  at  Amherstdale,  West 
Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides  as  follows: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
operator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after 
March  30,  1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  auto¬ 
matic  couplers  which  couple  by  impact  and 
uncouple  without  the  necessity  of  persons 
going  between  the  ends  of  such  equipment. 
All  haulage  equipment  without  automatic 
couplers  in  use  in  a  mine  on  March  30,  1970, 
shall  also  be  so  equipped  within  4  years 
after  March  30,  1970. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Petitioner 
states  the  following: 

(1)  The  subject  mine  is  a  two  unit  op¬ 
eration  with  two  production  shifts  and  one 
maintenance  shift  daily.  Twelve  of  the 
ninety-one  men  employed  at  the  mine  are 
involved  in  haulage  operations. 

(2)  The  subject  mine  is  in  the  final  stage 
of  recovery,  and  the  estimated  production 
life  of  the  mine  is  approximately  three  years. 

(3)  Due  to  the  limited  lengths  of  the 
haulage  tracks,  and  the  locations  of  the  op¬ 
erating  units,  mine  cars  at  the  subject  mine 
are  moved  to  and  from  sectional  loading 
points  by  locomotives  which  are  positioned 
at  the  front  and  rear  of  the  trips. 

(4)  All  coupling  and  uncoupling  is  ac¬ 
complished  at  the  sectional  loading  points. 
There  is  no  coupling  or  uncoupling  unless 
the  cars  are  stationary.  Haulage  personnel 


are  required  to  make  a  minimum  number 
of  such  couplings  and  uncouplings. 

(6)  During  haulage  operations,  continuous 
communications  are  maintained  between 
the  locomotive  operators,  the  mine  dispatcher 
and  the  loading  point  operators. 

(6)  Petitioner  believes  that  its  present 
haulage  practices  afford  an  equivalent  de¬ 
gree  of  safety  to  haulage  employees  when 
compared  to  the  degree  of  protection  af¬ 
forded  by  the  mandatory  standard. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Bou¬ 
levard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

Gilbert  O.  Lockwood, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  16,  1974. 

[PR  Doc.74-11987  Piled  5-23-74:8:45  am) 

|  Docket  No.  M  74-1281 

POWELLTON  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  the  Powellton  Company  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1405  to  its  Jane  Ann  No.  11  Mine 
located  at  Garnett,  Logan  County.  West 
Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides  as  follows: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
operator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30. 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic 
couplers  which  couple  by  impact  and  un¬ 
couple  without  the  necessity  of  persons  go¬ 
ing  between  the  ends  of  such  equipment.  All 
haulage  equipment  without  automatic 
couplers  in  use  in  a  mine  on  March  30.  1970. 
shall  also  be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after 
March  30,  1970. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Petitioner 
states  the  following: 

(1)  Petitioner  utilizes  three  track  haulage 
cars,  moved  by  a  mine  locomotive,  for  man- 
trips  and  haulage  of  supplies  in  the  subject 
mine.  These  cars  are  not  equipped  with  auto¬ 
matic  couplers  nor  are  they  regularly  coupled 
and  uncoupled. 

(2)  The  alternate  method  which  Petitioner 
proposes  to  establish  in  lieu  of  the  manda¬ 
tory  standard  involves  welding  a  “  keeper” 
over  the  coupling  pins  of  the  haulage  cars  so 
that  the  cars  will  not  uncouple. 

(3)  Petitioner’s  alternate  method  will  at 
all  times  guarantee  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  afforded  the  miners  at 
the  subject  mine  by  the  mandatory  standard. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974.  Such  requests  or  comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Ap¬ 
peals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule- 
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vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

Gilbert  O.  Lockwood, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  16, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11988  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

[  Docket  No.  M  74-127] 

POCAHONTAS  FUEL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  UAC.  861(c) 
(1970),  Pocahontas  Fuel  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its  Maitland  Mine 
located  in  McDowell  County,  West 
Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides  as  follows: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
operator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30, 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic  cou¬ 
plers  which  couple  by  impact  and  uncouple 
without  the  necessity  of  persons  going  be¬ 
tween  the  ends  of  such  equipment.  All  haul¬ 
age  equipment  without  automatic  couplers  In 
use  in  a  mine  on  March  30,  1970,  shall  also 
be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after  March  30, 
197a 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Petitioner 
states  the  following: 

(1)  At  the  subject  mine,  the  only  haulage 
equipment  which  is  coupled  and  uncoupled 
are  locomotives  and  supply  cars. 

(2)  The  supply  cars  are  lowered  by  a  hoist 
and  automatic  brake  car  down  a  seventeen 
degree  decline.  From  the  bottom  of  the  slope 
the  cars  are  taken  in  two-car  trips  to  the 
sections. 

(3)  As  an  alternative  to  the  mandatory 
safety  standard  Petitioner  proposes  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  use  the  single  link-and-pln  coupling 
method. 

(4)  Petitioner  has  been  advised  by  the 
manufacturers  of  automatic  couplers  that 
such  couplers  are  not  well  suited  for  the 
rapid  changes  of  grade  that  exist  in  the  sub¬ 
ject  mine.  Hauling  cars  from  a  normal  grade 
to  a  grade  of  seventeen  degrees  could  strain 
the  automatic  couplers  to  a  point  where  the 
couplers  would  break  or  cause  the  cars  to 
derail. 

(5)  Since  only  two  cars  comprise  a  trip, 
coupling  is  never  done  out  of  the  sight  of 
the  motorman. 

(6)  Utilization  of  the  single  link-and-pln 
coupler  obviates  the  need  to  align  the  link 
before  contact.  Consequently,  all  coupling 
and  uncoupling  can  be  accomplished  with 
all  equipment  motionless.  Automatic  cou¬ 
plers,  on  the  other  hand,  must  be  aligned 
by  hand  before  contact,  and  then  must  be 
bumped  together  to  effect  coupling. 

(7)  Petitioner  believes  that  its  alternate 
method  will  provide  a  greater  degree  of  pro¬ 
tection  than  the  application  of  the  manda¬ 
tory  safety  standard. 

Persons  Interested  In  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  June  24, 
1974.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 


vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  Inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

Gilbert  O.  Lockwood, 

Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  16,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11989  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[INT  FES  74-26] 

CENTRAL  VALLEY  PROJECT,  CALIFORNIA; 
EL  DORADO  MAIN  NO.  2— PLEASANT 
OAK  MAIN  AND  LATERALS 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment  for  a  proposed  water  conveyance 
and  distribution  system  known  as  the 
El  Dorado  Main  No.  2 — Pleasant  Oak 
Main  and  Laterals  of  the  Central  Valley 
Project,  California.  The  facilities  would 
be  constructed  to  furnish  irrigation,  mu¬ 
nicipal,  and  Industrial  water  to  two 
separate  service  areas  located  In  the 
southwestern  portion  of  El  Dorado 
County,  California,  about  30  miles  east 
of  Sacramento,  California.  The  proposed 
El  Dorado  Main  No.  2  would  augment 
an  existing  water  service  for  domestic 
and  irrigation  purposes.  The  Pleasant 
Oak  Main  would  supply  water  to  an  area 
presently  not  served  by  a  water  dis¬ 
trict.  The  water  to  be  provided  by  this 
pipeline  would  be  used  mainly  for  domes¬ 
tic  purposes. 

Copies  of  the  final  environmental 
statement  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner — 
Ecology,  Room  7620,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Washing¬ 
ton.,  D.C.  20240.  Telephone  (202)  343-4991. 
Division  of  Engineering  Support,  Technical 
Services  and  Publications  Branch,  Bureau 
of  Reclamation,  EAR  Center,  Denver  Fed¬ 
eral  Center,  Denver,  Colo.  80225.  Telephone 
(303  )  234-3006. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  Calif.  95825.  Telephone  (916) 
484-4792. 

Single  copies  of  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  may  be  obtained  on 
request  to  the  Commissioner  of  Recla¬ 
mation  or  the  Regional  Director.  Please 
refer  to  the  statement  number  above. 
Dated:  ifray  22,  1974. 

W.  W.  Lyons, 
Deputy  Under  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.74-12176  Filed  5-23-74; 8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Farmers  Home  Administration 

[Notice  of  Designation  Number  A048] 

IOWA 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  found 
that  a  general  need  for  agricultural 


credit  exists  in  the  following  county  in 
Iowa: 

Camouu 

The  Secretary  has  found  that  this  need 
exists  as  a  result  of  a  natural  disaster 
consisting  of  heavy  rains  and  windstorms 
on  July  1  and  9, 1973. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  Emergency 
loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
93-237,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
1832.3(b)  including  the  recommendation 
of  Governor  Robert  D.  Ray  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  July  12,  1974,  for  physical  losses 
and  February  14,  1975,  for  production 
losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
designation  may  be  eligible  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  area  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
Interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  invite  public  par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  17th 
day  of  May,  1974. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.74-11984  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  ami 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

RURAL  TELEPHONE  BANK;  REVISED 
BYLAWS 

The  Telephone  Bank  Board  adopted 
amendments  on  May  2,  1974,  to  the  by¬ 
laws  of  the  Rural  Telephone  Bank  pri¬ 
marily  to  conform  such  bylaws  with  the 
amendments  to  the  Rural  Electrification 
Act  of  1936  approved  on  May  11,  1973, 
as  Pub.  L.  93-32.  Changes  were  made  in 
sections  2.2(c),  2.5,  2.7,  2.8,  3.4,  3.6,  3.7 
(a),  4.3(b),  4.4(a),  4.4(b),  and  4.4(c), 
The  bylaws  as  revised  follow: 

Bylaws  or  Rubai.  Telephone  Bank 

ARTICLE  I — NAME,  ORGANIZATION ,  PURPOSES  AND 
LOCATION 

Sec.  1.1.  Name,  organization,  and  purposes. 
The  name  of  the  body  corporate  by  and  for 
which  these  bylaws  are  adopted  la  “Rural 
Telephone  Bank”  (hereinafter  called  the 
“Bank”).  It  Is  an  agency  and  Instrumen¬ 
tality  of  the  United  States,  established  by 
the  Act  of  May  7,  1971,  85  Stat.  29,  7  UJS.C. 
931-950 (b),  (hereinafter  called  the  “Act”), 
for  the  general  purposes  of  obtaining  an 
adequate  supply  of  supplemental  funds  to 
the  extent  feasible  from  non-Pederal 
sources,  to  utilize  said  funds  In  the  making 
of  loans  pursuant  to  the  Act,  and  to  conduct 
Its  operations  to  the  extent  practicable  on 
a  self-sustaining  basis. 

Sec.  1.2.  Location  of  offices.  The  Bank  shall 
have  an  office  In  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  additional  offices  at  such  other  places 
as  the  Governor,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  board  ef  directors  of  the  Bank  (herein¬ 
after  called  the  “Board”)  may  from  time  to 
time  designate. 

ARTICLE  II — CAPITAL  STOCK  AND  SPECIAL  FUND 

EQUIVALENTS 

Sec.  2.1.  Classes  of  stock.  The  capital  stock 
of  the  Bank  shall  consist  of  three  classes, 
to  wit,  Class  A,  Class  B,  and  Class  C. 
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Sec.  2.2.  Rights,  powers,  privileges  and 
preferences  of  each  class  of  stock,  (a)  Class 
A  stock  shall  nave  a  par  value  of  one  dollar 
($1.00)  per  share  and  shall  be  issued  only 
at  par  and  only  to  the  Administrator  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  (here¬ 
inafter  called  the  “Administrator”)  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  United  States  for  capital  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  Bank  by  the  United  States  as 
provided  in  section  406(a)  of  the  Act,  and 
shall  be  non-voting  stock.  Such  stock  shall 
be  entitled  to  a  cumulative  return,  payable 
from  the  Bank’s  income,  at  the  rate  of  two 
per  centum  (2%)  per  annum.  Such  stock 
shall  be  redeemed  and  retired  in  such 
amounts  and  at  such  times  as  provided  in 
section  406(c)  of  the  Act.  Upon  dissolution 
or  liquidation  of  the  Bank,  Class  A  stock 
shall  be  retired  at  par  before  any  payment 
is  made  to  holders  of  Class  B  or  Class  C 
stock,  and  the  holder  of  Class  A  stock  shall 
be  entitled  to  share  pro  rata  with  the 
holders  of  Class  B  stock  then  outstand¬ 
ing  in  the  surpluses  and  contingency  reserves 
remaining  after  the  payment  of  all  of  the 
Bank’s  liabilities  and  after  retirement  of 
all  classes  of  stock  at  par  as  provided  in 
section  411  of  the  Act.  Class  A  stock  shall 
not  be  transferable. 

(b)  Class  B  stock  shall  have  a  par  value 
of  one  dollar  ($1.00)  per  share,  shall  be  is¬ 
sued  only  at  par,  shall  be  held  only  by  the 
recipients  of  loans  made  under  section  408 
of  the  Act,  and  shall  be  voting  stock.  No  div¬ 
idends  shall  be  payable  on  Class  B  stock, 
but  the  holders  thereof  shall  be  entitled  to 
patronage  refunds  in  Class  B  stock  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided.  Prior  to  dissolution  or 
liquidation  of  the  Bank,  Class  B  stock  may 
be  redeemed  and  retired  only  after  all  shares 
of  Class  A  stock  shall  have  been  redeemed 
and  retired:  Provided,  however,  That  the 
Board  may,  under  rules  of  general  applica¬ 
tion  adopted  by  it  and  upon  agreement  with 
the  stockholder,  provide  for  the  conversion 
of  Class  B  stock  into  Class  C  stock  upon  pay¬ 
ment  of  all  amounts  owed  by  a  holder  of 
Class  B  stock  to  the  Bank.  Upon  dissolution 
or  liquidation  of  the  Bank,  holders  of  Class 
B  stock  shall  be  entitled  to  share  pro  rata 
with  the  holder  of  Class  A  stock  then  out¬ 
standing  in  the  surpluses  and  contingency 
reserves  remaining  after  the  payment  of  all 
of  the  Bank's  liabilities  and  after  retirement 
of  all  classes  of  stock  at  par  as  provided  in 
section  411  of  the  Act.  Class  B  stock  shall 
not  be  transferable,  either  absolutely  or  by 
way  of  collateral,  except  in  connection  with 
the  assumption  by  the  transferee,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Governor,  of  all  or  part  of 
the  transferor’s  loan  from  the  Bank. 

(c)  Class  C  stock  shall  have  a  par  value  of 
one  thousand  dollars  ($1,000)  per  share, 
shall  be  issued  only  at  par,  shall  be  held 
only  by  borrowers  or  by  corporations  and 
public  bodies  eligible  to  borrow  under  sec¬ 
tion  408  of  the  Act,  or  by  organizations  con¬ 
trolled  by  such  borrowers,  corporations  and 
public  bodies,  and  shall  be  voting  stock.  At 
such  times  and  in  such  amounts  as  the 
Board  may  designate,  dividends  may  be  de¬ 
clared  and  paid  to  holders  of  Class  C  stock, 
but  only  from  income  of  the  Bank.  Until 
all  Class  A  stock  is  retired,  the  annual  rate 
of  any  such  dividend  shall  not  exceed  the 
current  average  rate  payable  on  the  bonds, 
debentures,  notes  and  other  evidences  ot  in¬ 
debtedness  issued  by  the  Bank  (hereinafter 
collectively  called  “telephone  debentures”). 
No  dividend  on  Class  C  stock  shall  be  paid 
at  any  time  when  any  portion  of  the  cumu¬ 
lative  2  percent  return  on  Class  A  stock 
required  by  section  406(c)  of  the  Act  re¬ 
mains  unpaid.  Prior  to  dissolution  or  liqui¬ 
dation  of  the  Bank,  Class  C  stock  may  be 
redeemed  and  retired  only  after  all  shares 
of  Class  A  stock  shall  have  been  redeemed 
and  retired.  Upon  dissolution  or  liquidation 


of  the  Bank,  holders  of  Class  C  stock  shall 
be  entitled  to  retirement  of  their  stock  at 
par  after  payment  of  all  liabilities  of  the 
Bank  and  after  retirement  of  all  Class  A 
and  Class  B  stock  at  par,  but  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  share  in  any  remaining  surpluses 
or  contingency  reserves,  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  411  of  the  Act.  Class  C  stock  shall  not  be 
transferable,  absolutely  or  by  way  of  col¬ 
lateral,  execpt  to  a  borrower,  or  a  corpora¬ 
tion  or  public  body  eligible  to  borrow  under 
section  408  of  the  Act,  or  an  organization  con¬ 
trolled  by  such  borrowers,  corporations,  or 
public  bodies. 

(d)  No  holder  of  Class  B  or  Class  C  stock 
shall  be  entitled  to  more  than  one  vote, 
regardless  of  the  number  and  class  or  classes 
of  shares  held,  nor  shall  Class  B  and  Class 
C  stockholders,  regardless  of  their  number, 
which  are  owned  or  controlled  by  the  same 
person,  group  of  persons,  firm,  association  or 
corporation  be  entitled  to  more  than  one 
vote. 

Sec.  2.3.  Share  certificates,  (a)  The  Bank 
shall  issue  certificates  evidencing  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  shares  of  stock  of  the  Bank  but  only 
upon  payment  in  full  of  the  par  value  thereof. 
The  Bank  shall  also  issue  certificates  evi¬ 
dencing  distribution  of  patronage  refunds 
as  hereinafter  provided.  The  certificates  for 
Class  A  stock  shall  be  in  such  form,  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  Administrator,  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Board  from  time  to  time. 
Certificates  for  Class  B  and  Class  C  stock 
shall  be  in  such  form  as  the  Board  may  from 
time  to  time  prescribe.  The  certificates  shall 
be  signed  by  the  Governor  and  attested  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Bank.  No  certificate  shall 
be  valid  unless  it  is  signed  as  herein  pro¬ 
vided.  The  Bank  shall  act  as  its  own  transfer 
agent  or  registrar. 

(b)  All  certificates  of  each  class  shall  be 
consecutively  numbered.  The  name  of  the 
entity  owning  the  shares  represented  thereby, 
with  the  number  of  such  shares  and  the  date 
of  issue,  shall  be  entered  on  the  Bank’s 
books.  All  certificates  surrendered  to  the 
Bank  for  transfer  or  conversion  shall  be  can¬ 
celled,  and  no  new  certificate  shall  be  issued 
until  the  former  certificate  for  a  like  number 
of  shares  shall  have  been  surrendered  and 
cancelled,  except  that  in  the  case  of  a  lost, 
destroyed  or  mutilated  certificate,  a  new  one 
may  be  Issued  therefor  upon  such  terms  and 
indemnity  to  the  Bank  as  the  Board  may 
prescribe. 

Sec.  2.4.  Transfer  of  shares.  Shares  in  the 
capital  stock  of  the  Bank  shall  be  transferred 
only  on  the  books  ot  the  Bank  by  authoriza¬ 
tion  from  the  holder  thereof  or  by  his  legal 
representative  upon  proof  of  his  authority 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Bank,  and  on 
surrender  for  cancellation  of  such  shares. 
The  entity  in  whose  name  shares  stand  on 
the  books  of  the  Bank  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
the  owner  thereof  for  all  purposes. 

Sec.  2.5  Date  for  determination  of  share¬ 
holder’s  rights.  The  Board  may  fix  a  date,  not 
exceeding  ninety  (90)  days  preceding  the 
date  of  any  meeting  of  shareholders,  any 
dividend  payment  date  or  any  date  for  the 
determination  or  allotment  of  rights,  as  a 
record  date  for  the  determination  of  share¬ 
holders  entitled  to  notice  of  and  to  vote 
at  such  meeting,  or  entitled  to  receive  such 
dividend  or  rights  as  the  case  may  be.  In 
lieu  of  fixing  such  date  the  Board  may  fix 
a  time  not  exceeding  ninety  (90)  days  pre¬ 
ceding  the  date  of  any  meeting  of  share¬ 
holders,  any  dividend  payment  date  or  any 
date  for  the  determination  or  allotment  of 
rights,  during  which  the  books  of  the  Bank 
shall  be  closed  against  transfer  of  shares. 

Sec.  2.6.  Special  fund  equivalents.  The 
amount  to  be  paid  by  any  entity  into  the 
special  fund  provided  for  in  section  406(f)  of 
the  Act  and  the  rights,  powers,  privileges  and 
preferences  In  respect  of  dividends,  patronage 


refunds,  voting  rights,  transfer  of  interest, 
retirement  of  special  fund  equivalent  and 
liquidation  or  dissolution  of  the  Bank  ac¬ 
cruing  to  an  entity  making  such  a  payment, 
shall,  to  the  extent  permitted  under  the  laws 
of  the  Jurisdiction  in  which  such  entity  is 
organized,  be  determined  as  if  such  entity 
had  purchased  stock  in  the  Bank  for  such 
payment.  The  Bank  shall  issue  to  such  entity 
written  evidence,  in  such  form  as  the  Board 
may  from  time  to  time  prescribe,  of  the  pay¬ 
ment  made  by  such  entity  into  the  Bank's 
special  fund  established  pursuant  to  said 
section  406(f)  of  the  Act.  Such  writing  shall 
comply,  in  respect  of  its  execution,  num 
bering  and  the  surrender  of  such  writing  and 
the  issuance  of  share  certificates  or  other 
evidence  of  payment  into  the  special  fund  in 
lieu  of  the  surrendered  evidence,  with  the 
provisions  of  section  2.3  above.  Evidences  of 
payment  into  said  special  fund  shall  be 
transferred  in  the  manner  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  2.4  above  for  the  transfer  of  shares  of 
stock.  The  provisions  of  section  2.5  above 
shall  also  be  applicable  in  respect  of  such 
evidences  of  payment.  Each  reference  in 
these  bylaws  to  capital  stock  or  to  Class  B, 
or  Class  C  stock  and  to  shareholders  shall, 
subject  to  the  first  sentence  of  this  section 
2.6,  be  deemed  to  include  evidences,  or  hold¬ 
ers  of  evidences,  of  payment  into  the  special 
fund  in  lieu  of  purchase  of  the  class  of  stock 
to  which  reference  is  made. 

Sec.  2.7.  Commonly  owned  or  controlled 
shareholders.  Each  reference  in  these  bylaws 
to  the  voting  rights  of  shareholders,  shall,  in 
respect  of  shareholders  which  are  owned  or 
controlled  by  the  same  person,  group  of  per¬ 
sons,  firm,  association,  or  corporation  be 
deemed  to  mean  that  the  right  is  vested  and 
is  to  be  exercised  as  if  all  such  shareholders 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  same  person, 
group  of  persons,  firm,  association  or  cor¬ 
poration  were  one  shareholder. 

Sec.  2.8.  Classification  of  shareholders.  At 
least  sixty  (60)  days  before  any  meeting  of 
the  shareholders,  the  Governor  shall  furnish 
the  Board,  for  its  approval,  a  list  of  all 
shareholders,  classified  as  either  cooperative- 
type  or  commercial-type  entities  and  orga¬ 
nizations,  which  are  entitled  to  vote,  indi¬ 
cating  thereon  those  which  are  required 
to  share  their  vote  with  other  commonly 
owned  or  controlled  shareholders  in  a  desig¬ 
nated  affiliated  group.  A  copy  of  the  list 
as  approved  shall  be  available  for  inspection 
at  the  offices  of  the  Rural  Telephone  Bank 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

ARTICLE  in - MEETINGS  OF  SHAREHOLDERS 

Sec.  3.1.  Regular  meeting.  A  regular  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  shareholders  shall  be  held  in  each 
even-numbered  year,  beginning  with  the 
year  1974,  on  such  day  and  at  such  place 
and  time  as  may  be  selected  by  the  Board, 
for  the  purpose  of  electing  directors,  as 
provided  in  section  405(e)  of  the  Act.  hear¬ 
ing  reports  and  transacting  such  other  busi¬ 
ness  as  may  come  before  the  meeting. 

Sec.  3.2.  Special  meetings.  Special  meet¬ 
ings  of  the  shareholders  may  be  called  by 
the  Governor  of  the  Bank,  by  resolution  of 
the  Board,  upon  a  written  request  signed 
by  seven  (7)  members  of  the  Board,  or  by 
not  less  than  ten  per  centum  (10%)  of  the 
aggregate  number  of  shareholders.  It  shall 
be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  to  promptly 
cause  notice  of  such  meeting  to  be  given 
as  hereinafter  provided.  Special  meetings 
may  be  held  at  any  place  designated  by  the 
person  or  persons  calling  the  meeting. 

Sec.  3.3.  Notice.  Written  or  printed  notice 
stating  the  place,  day  and  hour  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  and  the  purpose  or  purposes  for  which 
the  meeting  is  called,  shall  be  delivered  not 
less  than  ten  days  nor  more  than  forty 
days  before  the  date  of  the  meeting,  either 
personally  or  by  mail,  by  or  at  the  direction 
of  the  Secretary,  or  upon  default  by  the  Sec- 
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ret  ary,  by  the  entities  calling  the  meeting, 
to  each  shareholder.  If  mailed,  such  notice 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  delivered  when  de¬ 
posited  in  the  United  States  mail,  addressed 
to  the  shareholder's  address  as  it  appears 
on  the  records  of  the  Bank,  with  postage 
thereon  prepaid.  The  failure  of  any  share¬ 
holder  to  receive  notice  of  a  regular  or 
special  meeting  of  shareholders  shall  not 
invalidate  any  action  which  may  be  taken 
by  the  shareholders  at  any  such  meeting. 

Sec.  3.4.  Quorum.  As  long  as  the  total 
number  of  Class  B  and  Class  C  shareholders 
does  not  exceed  one  hundred  (100),  twenty 
per  centum  (20%)  of  the  total  number  of 
such  shareholders  present  in  person  shall 
constitute  a  quorum.  In  case  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  such  shareholders  shall  exceed  one 
hundred  (100),  twenty  (20)  such  sharehold¬ 
ers  or  five  per  centum  (5%)  of  such  share¬ 
holders,  present  in  person,  whichever  shall 
be  the  larger,  shall  constitute  a  quorum.  If 
less  than  a  quorum  is  present  at  any  meet¬ 
ing,  a  majority  of  those  present  in  person 
may  adjourn  the  meeting  from  the  time 
to  time  without  further  notice.  Shareholders 
present  at  a  duly  organized  meeting  may 
continue  to  transact  business  until  adjourn¬ 
ment,  notwithstanding  the  withdrawal  of 
enough  shareholders  to  leave  less  than  a 
quorum.  A  shareholder  shall  be  considered 
as  being  present  in  person  if  the  individual 
certified  as  its  Rural  Telephone  Bank  Voting 
Representative,  pursuant  to  section  3.7(a), 
is  present. 

Sec.  3.5.  Voting.  Each  shareholder  entitled 
to  vote  shall  be  entitled  to  only  one  vote 
upon  each  matter  submitted  to  a  vote  at 
a  meeting  of  shareholders,  including  one 
vote  with  respect  to  each  position  few  which 
a  director  is  to  be  elected.  All  questions  sub¬ 
mitted  to  a  vote  of  shareholders  shall  be 
decided  by  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  share¬ 
holders  voting  thereon  present  in  person  or 
by  proxy. 

Sec.  3.6.  Proxies.  At  all  meetings  of  share¬ 
holders,  a  shareholder  or  an  affiliated  group 
of  shareholders  may  vote  by  proxy  executed 
in  writing  by  the  shareholder  or  the  affiliated 
group.  Such  proxy  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  before  or  at  the  time  of  the  meet¬ 
ing.  No  proxy  shall  be  voted  at  any  meeting 
of  shareholders  unless  it  shall  designate  the 
particular  meeting  at  which  it  is  to  be  voted, 
and  no  proxy  shall  be  voted  at  any  meeting 
other  than  the  one  so  designated  or  any 
adjournment  of  such  meeting.  Any  share¬ 
holder  or  affiliated  group  which  has  granted 
a  proxy  may  vote  in  person  through  the  indi¬ 
vidual  certified  as  its  Rural  Telephone  Bank 
Voting  Representative  pursuant  to  section 
3.7(a)  and  such  vote  shall  revoke  the  proxy 
theretofore  given  and  shall  have  the  same 
effect  as  if  the  proxy  shall  not  have  been 
executed.  A  proxy  may  only  be  voted  by  a 
Rural  Telephone  Bank  Voting  Representa¬ 
tive  of  another  shareholder  or  affiliated 
group  of  shareholders  in  the  same  segment 
of  the  industry  as  the  grantor  of  the  proxy. 
Public  bodies,  for  the  purpose  of  these  by¬ 
laws,  shall  be  considered  part  of  the  coopera¬ 
tive  segment.  No  person  may  vote  more  than 
10  proxies. 

Sec.  3.7.  Voting  of  shares  by  certain 
holders,  (a)  Shares  standing  in  the  name  of 
a  corporation,  public  body,  or  other  organiza¬ 
tion  may  be  voted  by  the  director,  manager, 
or  other  employee  of  the  shareholder  certi¬ 
fied  to  by  the  secretary  of  such  organization 
as  its  duly  authorized  Rural  Telephone  Bank 
Voting  Representative.  Shares  standing  in 
the  name  of  a  shareholder  determined  to  be 
one  of  commonly  owned  or  controlled  share¬ 
holders  in  a  designated  affiliated  group  as 
set  forth  in  section  2.7,  may,  however,  be 
voted  by  the  director,  manager,  or  other 
employee  of  one  of  such  shareholders  certi¬ 
fied  to  by  the  members  of  the  group  as  such 
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group’s  duly  authorized  Rural  Telephone 
Bank  Voting  Representative,  entitled  to  vote 
as  if  all  members  of  the  group  were  one 
shareholder. 

(b)  Shares  standing  in  the  name  of  a  re¬ 
ceiver  may  be  voted  by  such  receiver,  and 
shares  held  by  or  under  the  control  of  a 
receiver  may  be  voted  by  him  without  the 
transfer  thereof  into  his  name  if  authority 
so  to  do  be  contained  in  an  appropriate  artier 
of  the  court  by  which  such  receiver  was 
appointed. 

(c)  A  shareholder  whose  shares  are  pledged 
shall  be  entitled  to  vote  such  shares  until  the 
shares  have  been  transferred  into  the  name 
of  the  pledgee,  and  thereafter  the  pledgee 
shall  be  entitled  to  vote  the  shares  so  trans¬ 
ferred. 

ARTICLE  IV — DIRECTORS 

Sec.  4.1.  Powers.  Except  to  the  extent 
otherwise  required  by  law  or  by  these  by¬ 
laws,  the  management  of  the  Bank  shall  be 
vested  in  the  Board. 

Sec.  4.2  Number ;  initial  board.  Until 
ownership,  control  and  operation  of  the 
Bank,  has  been  converted  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  410(a)  of  the  Act,  the  Board  shall  con¬ 
sist  of  thirteen  members.  Initially,  the  Board 
shall  be  composed  of  the  Administrator,  the 
Governor  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration, 
five  members  designated  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  (three  of  whom  shall  be 
officers  or  employees  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  but  not  of  REA, 
and  two  of  whom  shall  be  from  the  general 
public  and  not  officers  or  employees  of  -the 
United  States)  and  six  additional  members 
appointed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  from  the  directors,  managers  and  em¬ 
ployees  of  entities  which  have  received  a  loan 
or  loan  commitment  from  REA  and  of  orga¬ 
nizations  controlled  by  such  entitles. 

Sec.  4.3.  Meetings  to  elect  directors,  (a) 
The  meeting  to  elect  six  directors  to  replace 
those  appointed  by  the  President  provided 
for  in  section  405(d)  of  the  Act  shall  be  called 
and  held  in  conformity  with  such  section. 

(b)  Thereafter  at  each  meeting  held  for 
the  purpose  of  electing  directors,  six  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Board  shall  be  elected  by  holders 
of  Clan  B  and  Class  C  stock,  voting  non- 
cumulatlvely  as  follows:  three  by  a  majority 
vote  of  stockholders  voting  in  the  coopera¬ 
tive  segment  of  the  Industry,  from  among 
the  directors,  managers,  and  other  employees 
of  cooperative-type  entitles  and  organiza¬ 
tions  controlled  by  them  holding  Class  B 
or  Class  C  stock,  and  three  by  a  majority 
vote  of  stockholders  voting  in  the  commer¬ 
cial  segment  of  the  Industry  from  among 
the  directors,  managers,  and  other  em¬ 
ployees  of  commercial-type  entitles  and  orga¬ 
nizations  controlled  by  them  holding  Class 
B  or  Class  C  stock. 

Sec.  4.4.  Nominations  and  tenure,  (a)  At 
least  sixty  (60)  days  before  a  meeting  at 
which  directors  are  to  be  elected,  the  Board 
shall  send  a  form  to  each  holder  of  Class  B 
or  Class  C  stock  which  may  be  used  to  nomi¬ 
nate  not  more  than  three  directors,  man¬ 
agers,  and  other  employees  of  Class  B  or 
Class  C  shareholders  in  the  same  segment  of 
the  industry  as  the  nominating  shareholder. 
Any  form  nominating  directors  received  by 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Rural  Tele¬ 
phone  Bank  within  the  time  limit  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Board  of  Directors  shall  be 
opened  and  tabulated  by  tellers  nominated 
by  the  Governor  and  approved  by  the  Board. 

(b)  All  managers,  directors,  and  other  em¬ 
ployees  of  cooperative-type  shareholders  re¬ 
ceiving  at  least  ten  nominations  shall  be 
entered  on  the  official  ballot  as  candidates 
for  the  three  positions  on  the  Board  allo¬ 
cated  to  the  cooperative  segment  of  the  In¬ 
dustry.  All  managers,  directors,  and  other 
employees  of  commercial-type  shareholders 
receiving  at  least  ten  nominations  shall  be 
entered  on  the  official  ballot  as  candidates 


for  the  three  positions  on  the  Board  allo¬ 
cated  to  the  commercial  segment  of  the  in¬ 
dustry.  The  Secretary  shall  be  responsible  for 
mailing  with  the  notice  of  the  meeting  or 
separately,  but  at  least  ten  (10)  days  before 
the  date  of  the  meeting,  a  statement  of  the 
number  of  Board  members  to  be  elected  by 
the  shareholders  in  each  segment  of  the  in¬ 
dustry  and  the  names  and  addresses  of  the 
candidates  whose  names  will  appear  on  the 
ballots. 

(c)  The  official  ballot  will  contain  blank 
spaces  for  writing  in  the  names  of  three  addi¬ 
tional  candidates. 

(d)  The  chairman  shall  call  for  additional 
nominations  from  the  floor  at  the  meeting  of 
persons  eligible  to  be  directors,  and  nomina¬ 
tions  shall  not  be  closed  until  at  least  three 
minutes  have  passed  during  which  no  addi¬ 
tional  nomination  has  been  made.  No  coop¬ 
erative-type  shareholder  shall  nominate  a 
candidate  from  among  the  directors,  man¬ 
agers  or  employees  of  commercial-type  en¬ 
tities,  and  no  commercial-type  shareholder 
shall  nominate  a  candidate  from  among  the 
directors,  managers  or  employees  of  coop¬ 
erative-type  entities,  nor  shall  such  coop¬ 
erative-type  or  commercial-type  shareholder 
nominate  more  than  one  candidate. 

(e)  Directors  shall  be  elected  for  two  years 
but  they  shall  hold  office  until  their  suc¬ 
cessors  have  been  duly  elected  and  qualified. 
Upon  the  establishment  of  the  fact  that  a 
director,  at  the  time  of  his  election,  did  not, 
or  has  since  ceased  to,  have  the  qualifications 
required  by  these  bylaws  or  the  Act,  the 
Board  shall  remove  such  director  from  office. 

Sec.  4.5.  Vacancies.  Any  vacancy  occurring 
on  the  Board  shall  be  filled  by  the  affirmative 
vote  of  the  remaining  board  members  for  the 
unexpired  portion  of  the  term;  Provided, 
however.  That  the  person  selected  by  the 
Board  to  flu  a  vacancy  shall  be  chosen  from 
among  the  same  group  (cooperative-type  or 
commercial-type)  of  directors,  managers  or 
employees  from  which  his  predecessor  on  the 
Board  was  chosen:  and  Provided,  further. 
That  the  Board  shall  have  no  power  to  choose 
a  successor  to  a  director  designated  as  such 
by  the  Act  or  appointed  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

Sec.  4.6.  Compensation.  Board  members 
designated  from  the  general  public,  pursuant 
to  section  405(b)  of  the  Act,  or  appointed  or 
elected  pursuant  to  seotlon  405  (c),  (d)  or 
(e)  of  the  Act,  shall  receive  one  hundred 
dollars  ($100)  for  each  day  or  part  thereof, 
spent  in  the  performance  of  official  duties 
for  the  Bank,  but  not  to  exceed  ten  thousand 
dollars  ($10,000)  per  year  for  the  first  three 
years  after  enactment  of  the  Act,  and  not  to 
exceed  five  thousand  dollars  ($5,000)  in  each 
year  thereafter,  and  shall  be  reimbursed  by 
the  Bank  for  travel  and  other  expenses  as 
prescribed  by  the  Board.  Directors  who  are 
officers  or  employees  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Governor  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration  shall  serve  as  directors 
without  additional  compensation.  No  close 
relative  of  a  Board  member  shall  receive  com¬ 
pensation  for  serving  the  Bank,  unless  the 
relationship  shall  have  been  fully  disclosed  to 
the  Board  prior  to  his  employment  and  the 
Board  shall  have  determined  that  his  em¬ 
ployment  will  be  beneficial  to  the  Bank. 

Sec.  4.7.  Board  Committees.  The  Board 
may,  from  time  to  time,  provide  for  such  com¬ 
mittees  as  it  deems  desirable.  The  resolution 
establishing  the  committee  shall  prescribe 
the  name  and  functions  of  the  committee, 
and  shall  name  the  director  or  directors  who 
shall  constitute  it  and  the  chairman  thereof. 
A  majority  of  the  members  of  any  such  com¬ 
mittee  shall  constitute  a  quorum.  Vacancies 
on  any  such  committee  shall  be  filled  by  ap¬ 
pointment  by  the  Board.  The  committee 
shall  keep  a  record  of  its  proceedings  and 
shall  report  to  the  Board  as  and  when  re¬ 
quired  by  it. 
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ARTICLE  V — MEETINGS  OF  BOARD 

Sec.  51.1  Jiegular  meetings.  (R)  A  regular 
meeting  of  the  Board  shall  be  held  without 
notice.  Immediately  after,  and  at  the  same 
place  as,  the  meeting  to  elect  directors  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  section  4.3(a)  and  section  4.3(b) 
of  these  bylaws. 

(b)  A  regular  meeting  of  the  Board  shall, 
in  addition,  be  held  quarterly  at  such  times 
and  places  as  designated  by  the  resolution  of 
the  Board.  Regular  meetings  of  the  Board 
may  be  held  without  notice  other  than  the 
resolution  fixing  the  time  and  place  thereof. 

Sec.  5.2.  Special  meetings.  Special  meet¬ 
ings  of  the  Board  may  be  called  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  or  by  any  three  board  members,  and 
it  shall  thereupon  be  the  duty  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  cause  notice  of  such  meeting  to  be 
given  as  hereinafter  provided.  The  person  or 
persons  calling  the  meeting  shall  fix  the  time 
and  place  for  the  holding  of  the  meeting. 

Sec.  5.3.  Notice.  Notice  of  any  special  meet¬ 
ing  shall  be  given  at  least  seven  (7)  days,  ex¬ 
cept  in  an  emergency  as  so  determined  by  the 
Governor,  no  less  than  three  (3)  days,  before 
the  date  set  for  the  meeting  In  writing  and 
delivered  in  person,  by  mail  or  by  telegram, 
to  each  director.  If  mailed,  such  notices  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  delivered  when  deposited  In 
the  United  States  mail,  addressed  to  the  di¬ 
rector  at  his  address  as  It  appears  on  the 
records  of  the  Bank,  with  postage  thereon 
prepaid;  and  If  notice  Is  by  telegram,  such 
notice  shall  be  deemed  to  be  delivered  when 
the  telegram  is  delivered  to  the  telegraph 
company  prepaid. 

Sec.  5.4.  Quorum.  A  majority  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Board  shall  constitute  a  quorum 
for  the  transaction  of  business  at  any  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Board;  Provided,  however,  That  If 
less  than  a  majority  of  the  Board  members 
Is  present  at  said  meeting,  a  majority  of 
Board  members  present  may  adjourn  the 
meeting  from  time  to  time;  And  provided, 
further.  That  the  Secretary  shall  notify  any 
absent  Board  members  of  the  time  and  place 
of  such  adjourned  meeting.  The  act  of  a  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Board  members  present  at  a 
meeting  at  which  a  quorum  Is  present  shall 
be  the  act  of  the  Board  except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  these  bylaws. 

ARTICLE  VI. - OFFICERS 

Sec.  6.1.  Number.  The  officers  of  the  Bank 
shall  be  the  Governor.  Secretary.  Treasurer, 
and  such  other  officers  as  may  be  determined 
by  the  Board  from  time  to  time.  The  offices  of 
Secretary  and  Treasurer  may  be  held  by  the 
same  person. 

Sec.  6.2.  Election  and  term  of  office.  Except 
for  the  Governor,  the  officers  shall  be  elected 
by  the  Board  at  the  meeting  of  the  Board 
held  pursuant  to  section  5.1(a)  of  these 
bylaws.  If  the  election  of  officers  shall  not  be 
held  at  such  meeting,  such  election  shall  be 
held  as  conveniently  thereafter  as  may  be. 
Each  officer  shall  hold  office  until  the  first 
meeting  of  the  Board  following  the  next 
succeeding  regular  meeting  of  shareholders 
or  until  his  successor  shall  have  been  elected 
and  shall  have  qualified.  A  vacancy  in  any 
office  shall  be  filled  by  the  Board  for  the 
unexpired  portion  of  the  term. 

Sec.  6.3.  Removal  of  officers  and  agents. 
Any  officer  or  agent  elected  or  appointed  by 
the  Board  may  be  removed  by  the  Board 
whenever  in  its  Judgment  the  best  interests 
of  the  Bank  will  be  served  thereby. 

Sec.  fiA.  Governor.  The  Governor  shall  be 
the  chief  executive  officer  of  the  Bank,  and, 
without  limiting  the  generality  of  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  him  by  law,  shall : 

(a)  Preside  at  all  meetings  except  as  other¬ 
wise  provided  in  these  bylaws;  and 

(b)  Sign  share  certificates  and  telephone 
debentures,  the  Issue  of  which  shall  have 
been  authorized  by  the  Board,  and  any  other 
Instrument  or  document  of  the  Bank;  and 


(c)  Establish  the  positions  of  Deputy  Gov¬ 
ernor,  Assistant  Governor,  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary,  and  Assistant  Treasurer  and  recommend 
to  the  Board  for  approval  those  persons  to 
serve  In  such  positions;  and  establish  such 
other  positions  as  he  shall  deem  necessary, 
and  appoint  persons  to  fill  such  positions. 

Sec.  6.5.  Secretary  and  Assistant  Secretary. 
The  Secretary,  or  in  his  absence  or  Inability 
to  act,  the  Assistant  Secretary,  shall  be 
responsible  for : 

(a)  Keeping  the  minutes  of  all  meetings 
except  as  otherwise  provided  In  these  bylaws; 

(b)  Seeing  that  all  notices  are  duly  given 
In  accordance  with  these  bylaws  or  as  re¬ 
quired  by  law; 

(c)  Safekeeping  of  the  corporate  records 
and  affixing  the  seal  of  the  Bank  to  all  docu¬ 
ments,  the  execution  of  which  on  behalf 
of  the  Bank  under  its  seal  is  duly  authorized 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  these 
bylaws; 

(d)  Keeping  stock  records  containing 
names  and  addresses  of  all  shareholders  of 
the  Bank,  showing,  among  other  things,  the 
number  of  shares  held  by  each,  and  the  dates 
when  they  became  the  owners  thereof; 

(e)  Attesting  share  certificates,  and  tele¬ 
phone  debentures,  the  issue  of  which  shall 
have  been  authorized  by  the  Board; 

(f)  Keeping  on  file  at  all  times  a  complete 
copy  of  the  bylaws  of  the  Bank  containing 
all  amendments  thereto  and,  at  the  expense 
of  the  Bank,  furnishing  a  copy  of  the  by¬ 
laws  and  of  all  amendments  thereto  to  every 
shareholder;  and 

(g)  In  general  performing  all  duties  Inci¬ 
dent  to  the  office  of  Secretary  and  such  other 
duties  as  from  time  to  time  may  be  assigned 
to  him  by  the  Board. 

Sec.  6.6.  Treasurer  and  Assistant  Treasurer. 
The  Treasurer,  or  in  his  absence  or  inabil¬ 
ity  to  act,  the  Assistant  Treasurer,  shall  be 
responsible  for : 

(a)  Custody  of  all  funds  and  securities 
of  the  Bank; 

(b)  The  receipt  of,  and  the  issuance  of 
receipts  for,  all  monies  due  and  payable  to 
the  Bank  and  for  the  deposit  of  all  such 
monies  in  the  name  of  the  Bank  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  these  bylaws; 

(c)  Signing  all  checks,  drafts,  or  other  or¬ 
ders  for  the  payment  of  money;  and 

(d)  In  general  performance  of  all  the 
duties  Incident  to  the  office  of  the  Treasurer 
and  such  other  duties  as  from  time  to  time 
may  be  assigned  to  him  by  the  Board. 

Sec.  6.7  Bonds.  Officers,  employees  or 
agents  of  the  Bank  shall  be  bonded,  at  the 
expense  of  the  Bank,  If  and  to  the  extent  the 
Governor  and  the  Board  shall  determine. 

Sec.  6.8  Reports.  Hie  officers  of  the  Bank 
shall  annually  submit  to  the  shareholders 
and  to  persons  with  a  loan  or  loan  commit¬ 
ment  from  REA  reports  covering  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  Bank.  The  Board  shall  also  make 
an  annual  report  to  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  for  transmittal  to  the  Congress,  on 
the  administration  of  Title  IV  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  and 
upon  any  other  matters  relating  to  the  ef¬ 
fectuation  of  the  policies  of  said  Title  IV, 
including  recommendations  for  legislation. 

ARTICLE  vn - FINANCIAL  TRANSACTIONS 

Sec.  7.1.  Countersignature  of  checks, 
drafts,  etc.  Unless  otherwise  determined  by 
the  Governor,  all  checks,  drafts  or  other 
orders  for  the  payment  of  money  shall  be 
countersigned  by  such  person  or  persons  as 
shall  be  designated  by  him. 

Sec.  7.2.  Deposits.  All  funds  except  petty 
cash  of  the  Bank  shall  be  deposited  from 
time  to  time  to  the  credit  of  the  Bank  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  31  United 
States  Code  867.  If,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  such  law,  the  Bank  Is  per¬ 
mitted  to  choose  a  depository  other  than  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  the  Gover¬ 


nor,  with  the  approval  of  the  Board,  shall 
select  such  other  depository  or  depositories. 

Sec.  7.3.  Fiscal  year.  The  fiscal  year  of  the 
Bank  shall  begin  on  the  first  day  of  July  of 
each  year  and  shall  end  on  the  thirtieth  day 
of  June  of  the  following  year. 

ARTICLE  vm — PATRONAGE  CAPITAL 

Sec.  8.1.  Patronage  Capital  Assignable. 
“Patronage  capital  assignable”  shall  consist 
of  all  revenues  of  the  Bank  for  any  fiscal  year 
in  excess  of  the  amount  thereof  necessary  to : 

(a)  Pay  expenses  of  the  Bank,  including, 
without  limitation  payments  in  lieu  of  prop¬ 
erty  taxes  as  provided  in  section  401(c)  of 
the  Act; 

(b)  Pay  Interest  on  telephone  debentures 
accruing  in  such  fiscal  year; 

(c)  Provide  reasonable  allowances  for  de¬ 
preciation,  obsolescence  and  losses  on  loans 
and  Interest  receivable; 

(d)  Pay  to  the  holder  or  holders  of  Class 
A  stock  an  amount  equal  to  two  per  centum 
(2%)  per  annum  of  the  capital  furnished  to 
the  Bank  for  such  stock;  and 

(e)  Pay  to  the  holders  of  Class  S  stock  divi¬ 
dends  at  the  rate  determined  by  the  Board: 
Provided,  however.  That  no  dividends  shall 
be  declared  on  Class  C  stock  until  arrearages, 
if  any,  on  payments  to  holders  of  the  cumu¬ 
lative  Class  A  stock  have  been  paid;  And 
provided,  further,  That  until  all  Class  A 
stock  shall  have  been  retired,  the  Board  shall 
not  declare  any  dividends  on  Class  C  stock  at 
an  annual  rate  in  excess  of  the  then  current 
average  rate  payable  on  the  Bank’s  telephone 
debentures. 

Sec.  8.2.  Calculaton  of  Patronage  Re¬ 
funds.  After  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year,  not 
less  than  10  percent  (10%)  of  the  Patronage 
Capital  Assignable,  the  amount  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Board  of  Directors,  shall  be 
placed  in  a  Contingency  Reserve  until  such 
time  as  this  Reserve  shall  equal  at  least  50 
percent  (50%)  of  the  outstanding  capital 
stock.  This  reserve  shall  be  used  to  offset  and 
liquidate  operating  and  other  losses  and 
deficits  in  a  systematic  manner  as  determined 
by  the  Board.  The  balance  of  the  patronage 
capital  assignable  (net  patronage  capital  as¬ 
signable)  shall  be  distributed  to  each  holder 
of  Class  B  stock  as  patronage  refunds  in  the 
form  of  Class  B  stock  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year.  The 
amount  to  be  distributed  to  each  holder  of 
Class  B  stock  shall  be  calculated  by  applying 
to  the  amount  of  interest  revenue  to  the 
Bank  from  each  holder  of  Class  B  stock  in 
the  fiscal  year  the  ratio  which  net  patronage 
capital  assignable  bears  to  the  Bank’s  total 
interest  revenue  from  all  holders  of  Class  B 
stock.  If,  at  any  time  after  all  Class  A  stock 
has  been  retired,  the  Board  should  determine 
that  the  Bank’s  financial  condition  will  not 
be  Impaired  thereby,  it  may  establish  pro¬ 
cedures  for  the  retirement  erf  Class  B  stock 
in  full  or  in  part  or  its  conversion  to  Class  C 
stock  In  addition  to  the  conversion  author¬ 
ized  in  section  2.2(b)  hereof. 

ARTICLE  IX - MISCELLANEOUS 

SEC.  9.1.  Waiver  of  notice.  Any  shareholder 

or  member  of  the  Board  may  waive  in  writ¬ 
ing  any  notice  of  a  meeting  required  to  be 
given  by  these  bylaws,  either  before  or  after 
the  time  of  such  meeting.  The  attendance 
of  a  shareholder  or  member  of  the  board  at 
any  meeting  shall  constitute  a  waiver  of 
notice  of  such  meeting  by  such  shareholder 
or  board  member,  unless  such  attendance 
shall  be  for  the  express  purpose  of  objecting 
to  the  transaction  of  any  business  on  the 
ground  that  the  meeting  has  not  been  law¬ 
fully  called  or  convened. 

8ec.  9.2.  Policies,  rules,  and  regulations. 
The  Board  shall  have  power  to  make  and 
adopt  such  policies,  rules  and  regulations, 
not  inconsistent  with  law  or  these  bylaws,  as 
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It  may  deem  advisable  for  the  management 
of  the  Bank. 

Sec.  9.3.  Accounting  system  and  audit  re¬ 
ports.  The  Board  shall  cause  to  be  established 
and  maintained  a  complete  accounting  sys¬ 
tem  which,  among  other  things,  shall  con¬ 
form  to  accounting  system  principles,  stand¬ 
ards  and  procedures  applicable  to  corporate 
business  enterprises.  A  summary  of  the  re¬ 
port  of  each  audit  of  the  Bank’s  financial 
transactions  made  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  of  the  United  States  shall  be  mailed 
to  each  shareholder  promptly  after  the  re¬ 
port  shall  have  been  received. 

Sec.  9.4.  Seal.  The  Board  shall  adopt  a 
suitable  corporate  seal,  containing  the  name 
of  the  Bank. 

Sec.  9.5.  Conduct  of  meetings.  Meetings  of 
shareholders  and  directors  of  the  Bank  shall 
be  conducted  in  accordance  with  the  current 
edition  of  “Roberts’  Rules  of  Order.” 

ARTICLE  X - AMENDMENTS 

These  bylaws  may  be  altered  or  amended 
by  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of  the  entire  Board 
at  any  regular  or  special  meeting  of  the  Board 
provided  the  notice  of  such  meeting  shall 
contain  a  copy  of  the  proposed  amendment 
or  alteration. 

Dated:  May  20,  1974. 

David  A.  Hamil, 

Governor, 

Rural  Telephone  Bank. 
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Rural  Electrification  Administration 

UNDERGROUND  ELECTRIC  DISTRIBUTION 
PLANT 

Specification  for  15  kV  and  25  kV 
Underground  Primary  Cable 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  Rural  Electrification  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  901  et  seq.),  REA 
proposes  to  amend  REA  Specification 
U-2,  600  Volt  Underground  Power  Cable, 
to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  revised 
specification  for  power  cable  for  under¬ 
ground  electric  distribution  plant. 

Persons  interested  in  the  revised  spec¬ 
ification  may  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  comments  to  the  Director,  Power 
Supply,  Management  and  Engineering 
Standards  Division,  Room  3313,  South 
Building,  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  on  or  before 
June  24,  1974. 

A  copy  of  the  proposed  revision  of  REA 
Specification  U-2  is  as  follows: 

REA  Specification  for  600  Volt  Under¬ 
ground  Cable 

spec.  NO.  U-2 

Date  Accepted:  Draft  March  1974 

1.  Scope.  1.1  This  specification  covers  the 
requirements  for  single  and  multiconductor 
600  volt  cables  suitable  for  direct  burial  in 
the  earth  or  for  installation  in  ducts.  The 
cable  shall  also  be  suitable  for  exposure  to 
sunlight  and  other  atmospheric  environ¬ 
ments. 

1.2  Conductor  sizes  of  No.  4  AWG  and 
larger  copper  and  No.  2  AWG  and  larger 
aluminum  are  included. 

2.  General.  2.1  The  cable  shall  meet  all 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Insulated  Power 
Cable  Engineers  Association  (IPCEA)  Pub¬ 
lication  S-66-524  “Cross-linked-therm'oset- 
ting -polyethylene- insulated  Wire  and  Cable 
for  the  Transmission  and  Distribution  of 


Electrical  Energy,”  except  where  they  con¬ 
flict  with  the  requirements  of  this  speci¬ 
fication. 

2.2  The  cable  shall  be  suitable  for  use  on 
480  volt,  grounded  corner,  delta  circuits. 

3.  Conductors.  3.1  Conductors  shall  be 
copper  or  aluminum  as  specified  by  the 
purchaser. 

3.2  Copper  conductors  shall  be  Class  B 
stranded  annealed  copper  meeting  all  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  of  Part  2  of  IPCEA  Pub¬ 
lication  S-66-524. 

3.3  Aluminum  conductors  shall  be  one  of 
the  following:  Solid  EC  grade  aluminum 
either  soft  (O),  half-hard  or  three-quarter 
hard  in  accordance  with  the  applicable  ASTM 
(American  Society  for  Testing  and  Materials) 
specifications. 

Class  B  stranded  EC  grade  aluminum 
either  three-quarter  hard  or  hard  drawn  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable  provisions  of 
ASTM  B-231  (latest  revision) . 

Compact-rounded  stranded  in  accordance 
with  ASTM  B— 400. 

4.  Strand  separator.  4.1  Strand  separator, 
when  used,  shall  be  opaque. 

5.  Insulation.  5.1  Conductor  covering 
shall  be  cross-linked  polyethylene  meeting 
the  requirements  of  IPCEA  Publication  No. 
S-66-524.  The  average  thickness  of  insula¬ 
tion  shall  not  be  less  than  shown  below : 

Single  conductor  Thickness  of 

size — AWQ:  insulation — Mils 

4-2 . 60 

1-4/0  _ 80 

225-500  MCM _ 95 

The  minimum  thickness  shall  not  be  less 
than  90  percent  of  these  values. 

5.2  If  requested  by  the  purchaser,  the 
cable  shall  meet  the  requirements  of  Under¬ 
writer’s  Laboratories,  Incorporated,  for  Type 
USE  600  volt  single  conductor  cable. 

6.  Multiconductor  cables.  6.1  Multicon¬ 
ductor  cables  (such  as  triplexed  construc¬ 
tion)  are  acceptable  provided: 

6.11  All  conductors  including  the  neutral 
are  Insulated  in  accordance  with  the  above 
requirements  with  respect  to  material  and 
thickness  of  insulation,  except  that,  when 
acceptable  to  the  purchaser,  color  may  be 
used  as  a  means  of  Identifying  the  neutral. 

6.12  The  neutral  conductor  is  not  more 
than  two  sizes  (AWG)  smaller  than  the  phase 
conductors,  and  not  smaller  than  No.  2 
AWG  aluminum  or  No.  4  AWG  copper. 

6.13  The  construction  of  the  cable  is  of  a 
type  acceptable  to  REA’s  Technical  Stand¬ 
ards  Committee. 

7.  Identification.  7.1  The  manufacturer’s 
name,  conductor  size,  and  type  of  insulation 
shall  be  printed  clearly  on  the  surface  at 
intervals  not  greater  than  2  feet. 

8.  Tests.  8.1  As  a  part  of  a  request  for 
REA  acceptance  and  listing  of  cable,  the 
manufacturer  shall  Include  certified  test 
data  demonstrating  compliance  with  this 
specification. 

8.2  The  manufacturer  shall,  on  all  orders 
of  cable  furnished  under  this  specification, 
perform  the  routine  teste  required  by  ap¬ 
plicable  IPCEA  publications. 

8.3  For  Type  USE  cable,  the  manufac¬ 
turer  shall  perform  routine  tests  required  by 
Underwriters’  Laboratories. 

9.  Miscellaneous.  9.1  On  all  orders  of  10,000 
feet  or  greater  supplied  under  this  specifica¬ 
tion  the  purchaser  shall  be  furnished  a  copy 
of  the  results  of  tests  performed  under  8.2 
above. 

9.2  Watertight  seals  shall  be  applied  to  all 
cable  ends  to  prevent  the  entrance  of  mois¬ 
ture  during  transit  or  out-of-door  storage. 

Dated:  May  15,  1974. 

David  A.  Hamil, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-11983  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


BIG  RIVERS  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  in  accordance  with  Section 
102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969,  in  connection  with 
a  loan  application  from  Big  Rivers  Elec¬ 
tric  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  24,  Henderson, 
Kentucky  42420.  This  loan  application 
includes  financing  for  the  addition  of  a 
66  MW  combustion  turbine  to  be  in¬ 
stalled  at  the  existing  Sebree  generating 
station  located  in  Henderson  and  Web¬ 
ster  Counties,  and  the  construction  of  re¬ 
lated,  on  site,  transmission  facilities. 

Additional  information  may  be  secured 
on  request,  submitted  to  Mr.  David  H. 
Askegaard,  Assistant  Administrator — 
Electric,  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  Comments  are 
particularly  invited  from  State  and  local 
agencies  which  are  authorized  to  develop 
and  enforce  environmental  standards, 
and  from  Federal  agencies  having  juris¬ 
diction  by  law  or  special  expertise  with 
respect  to  any  environmental  impact  in¬ 
volved  from  which  comments  have  not 
been  requested  specifically. 

Final  REA  action  with  respect  to  this 
matter  (including  any  release  of  funds) 
may  be  taken  after  sixty  (60)  days,  but 
only  after  REA  has  reached  satisfactory 
conclusions  with  respect  to  its  environ¬ 
mental  effects  and  after  procedural  re¬ 
quirements  set  forth  in  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  have 
been  met. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  17th 
day  of  May  1974. 

David  A.  Hamil, 

Administrator, 

Rural  Electrification  Administration. 


[FR  Doc.74-12040  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

ASSUNPINK  CREEK  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  NEW  JERSEY 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  final  environmental  impact 
statement  for  the  Assunpink  Creek 
Watershed  Project,  Mercer  and  Mon¬ 
mouth  Counties,  New  Jersey,  USDA- 
SCS-ES-WS-(ADM)  -74-21  (F) . 

The  environmental  impact  statement 
concerns  a  plan  for  watershed  protec¬ 
tion,  flood  prevention,  recreation,  and 
fish  and  wildlife  habitat  improvement. 
The  planned  works  of  improvement  in¬ 
clude  conservation  land  treatment,  four 
single-purpose  and  one  multiple-purpose 
structure,  2.4  miles  of  channel  work,  and 
basic  recreational  facilities. 

The  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  May  10, 
1974. 
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A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the 
following  locations  to  fill  single  copy 
requests: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  South 
Agriculture  Building,  Room  5227,  14th  and 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  1370  Hamil¬ 
ton  Street,  Somerset,  New  Jersey  08873. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) . 

Dated:  May  15, 1974. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-11978  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 


KAHALUU  WATERSHED  PROJECT,  HAWAII 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Draft 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  UJ3. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  draft  environmental  statement 
for  the  Kahaluu  Watershed  Project,  City 
and  County  of  Honolulu,  island  of  Oahu, 
Hawaii,  USDA-SCS-ES-WS-(ADM)  -74- 
33(D). 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  plan  for  watershed  protection, 
flood  prevention,  and  recreational  facili¬ 
ties.  Project  measures  consist  of  apply¬ 
ing  conservation  land  treatment;  en¬ 
larging  the  lower  reaches  of  Waihee, 
Kahaluu,  and  Ahuimanu  Streams  and 
lining  them  with  concrete;  construct¬ 
ing  a  28-acre  multipurpose  lagoon  where 
the  streams  come  together  before  dis¬ 
charging  into  Kaneohe  Bay.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  City  and  County  of  Honolulu 
will  construct  a  recreational  park  sur¬ 
rounding  the  multipurpose  lagoon. 

A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the 
following  locations  to  fill  single  copy 
requests : 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  South 
Agriculture  Building,  Room  5227,  14th 
and  Independence  Ave.,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  440  Alex¬ 
ander  Young  Building,  Honolulu,  Hawaii 
96813. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement  have  been  sent  to  various  fed¬ 
eral,  state,  and  local  agencies  for  com¬ 
ment  as  outlined  in  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines.  Com¬ 
ments  are  also  invited  from  others  hav¬ 
ing  knowledge  of  or  special  expertise 
on  environmental  impacts. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  or  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Francis  C. 
H.  Lum,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  440  Alexander  Young 
Building,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813. 


Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  31,  1974,  in  order  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final 
environmental  statement. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated:  May  15, 1974. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-11979  Filed  5-23-74;8:46  am] 


CHICOD  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
NORTH  CAROLINA 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Revised  Draft 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  has  prepared 
a  draft  environmental  statement  (re¬ 
vised)  for  the  Chicod  Creek  Watershed 
Project,  Pitt  and  Beaufort  Counties, 
North  Carolina,  USDA-SCS-ES-WS- 
( ADM) -72-27 (D)  (revised). 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  plan  for  watershed  protection, 
flood  prevention,  and  drainage  for  10,000 
acres  of  crop  and  pasture  land.  Hie 
planned  works  of  improvement  include 
conservation  land  treatment  and  66  miles 
of  channel  modification  which  consist 
of:  (1)  30  miles  of  new  channels  with 
continuous  flow  through  some  seasons 
of  the  year,  but  little  or  no  flow  through 
other  seasons;  (2)  5  miles  of  new  chan¬ 
nels  with  flow  only  during  periods  of  sur¬ 
face  runoff;  (3)  11  miles  of  enlargement 
of  previously  modified  channels  which 
have  continuous  flow  through  some  sea¬ 
sons  but  little  or  no  flow  through  other 
seasons;  (4)  10  miles  of  previously  modi¬ 
fied  channels  with  flows  only  during 
periods  of  surface  runoff;  (5)  10  miles 
of  existing  streams  with  perennial  flow 
except  during  extreme  drought. 

A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations  to  fill  single  copy 
requests: 

SoU  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  P.O.  Box 

27307,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27611. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement  have  been  sent  to  various  fed¬ 
eral,  state,  and  local  agencies  for  com¬ 
ment  as  outlined  in  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines.  Com¬ 
ments  are  also  invited  from  others  hav¬ 
ing  knowledge  or  or  special  expertise  on 
environmental  impacts. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  or  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Jesse  L. 
Hicks,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  P.O.  Box  27307, 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27611. 

Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  11,  1974,  in  order  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final 
environmental  statement. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated:  May  15,  1974. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-11981  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am| 


WEST  SIDE  GREEN  RIVER  WATERSHED 
PROJECT 

Notice  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  and  part  1500.6e  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  issued 
on  August  1,  1973,  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  the  Project 
Sponsors  and  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  expect  to  proceed  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  P-17  Pumping  Plant  and 
Channel,  West  Side  Green  River  Water¬ 
shed  Project  prior  to  completion  of  the 
environmental  impact  statement. 

The  environmental  assessment  (in¬ 
cluding  a  formal  public  hearing)  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  construc¬ 
tion  of  P-17  Pumping  Plant  and  Channel 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  installa¬ 
tion.  As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr. 
Galen  S.  Bridge,  State  Conservationist, 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  Room 
360,  U.S.  Courthouse,  Spokane,  Washing¬ 
ton  99201  has  determined  that  construc¬ 
tion  of  P-17  Pumping  Plant  and  Channel 
may  proceed  prior  to  completion  and  re¬ 
view  of  an  environmental  statement  on 
the  Project. 

The  installation  concerns  a  plan  for 
flood  prevention  and  drainage.  The 
planned  construction  includes  a  channel 
and  discharge  works. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  horn’s  at  the  following  locations : 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA 

Watershed  Project  Office 

232  Main  Street 

Renton,  Washington  98055 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA 

Room  360  U.S.  Courthouse 

Spokane,  Washington  99201 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this  notice. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated:  May  15, 1974. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  USDA. 

[FR  Doc.74-11980  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

FEDERAL  INFORMATION  PROCESSING 

STANDARDS  TASK  GROUP  13,  WORK¬ 
LOAD  DEFINITION  AND  BENCHMARK¬ 
ING 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  n, 
1972),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Task  Group  13  (FIPS  TG-13), 
“Workload  Definition  and  Benchmark¬ 
ing,”  will  hold  a  meeting  from  10  a.m.  to 
4  p.m.  on  Wednesday,  June  19,  1974,  in 
Room  508,  Building  3,  Crystal  Mall,  of 
the  U.S.  Department  of  the  Navy  at  1931 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  the  progress  of  three  work-groups 
and  to  further  develop  tasks  which 
should  be  addressed  by  the  Committee. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend, 
to  file  written  statements,  and,  to  the 
extent  that  time  permits,  to  present  oral 
statements.  Persons  planning  to  attend 
should  notify  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Mr.  John  F.  Wood,  Institute  for  Com¬ 
puter  Sciences  and  Technology,  National 
Bureau  of  Standards,  Washington,  D.C., 
20234  (Phone— 301-921-2830  or  921- 
3485). 

Dated:  May  21, 1974. 

Richard  W.  Roberts, 
Director. 

|FR  Doc.74-11996  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  INFORMATION  PROCESSING 

STANDARDS  COORDINATING  AND  AD¬ 
VISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  n, 
1972),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Coordinating  and  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  (FIPSCAC)  will  hold  a  meeting 
from  9:00  a.m.  to  12:00  noon  on 
Wednesday,  June  19,  1974,  in  Room  B- 
255,  Building  225,  of  the  National  Bureau 
of  Standards  in  Gaithersburg,  Maryland. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  review 
the  actions  of  the  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standards  (FIPS)  Task 
Groups  and  to  consider  other  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  Federal  information  processing 
standards. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend, 
to  file  written  statements,  and,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  time  permits,  to  present  oral 
statements.  Persons  planning  to  attend 
should  notify  the  Institue  for  Computer 
Sciences  and  Technology,  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards,  Washington,  D.C. 
20234  (Phone  301-921-3551). 

Dated:  May  20, 1974. 

Richard  W.  Roberts, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-11941  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 
VISITING  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  n, 
1972),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
NBS  Visiting  Committee  will  meet  in 
Lecture  Room  A  of  the  Administration 
Building  at  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  in  Gaithersburg,  Maryland, 
beginning  at  9:00  a.m.  Thursday,  June 
13;  and  in  Room  5855  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.,  be¬ 
ginning  at  9:00  a.m.  Friday,  June  14. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  for  the 
NBS  Visiting  Committee  to  review  the 
activities  of  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  in  order  to  report  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  concerning  the  ef¬ 
ficiency  of  the  Bureau’s  scientific  work 
and  the  condition  of  its  equipment,  as 
required  by  law. 

The  NBS  Visiting  Committee  is  com¬ 
posed  of  five  members,  prominent  in  the 
fields  of  science  and  technology,  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  on  June 
13  and  14  will  consist  of  general  briefings 
on  NBS  activities  including  a  presenta¬ 
tion  on  studies  of  the  National  Measure¬ 
ment  System  by  the  Bureau’s  Institute 
of  Basic  Standards. 

A  limited  number  of  seats  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  observers.  Persons  desiring  to  at¬ 
tend  the  meeting  are  requested  to  con¬ 
tact  Mr.  George  E.  Auman,  Assistant  to 
the  Director,  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards,  Washington,  D.C.  20234,  telephone 
(301)  921-2441. 

Dated:  May  20, 1974. 

Richard  W.  Roberts, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.74-11959  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


Social  and  Economic  Statistics 
Administration 

ANNUAL  SURVEY  OF  OIL  AND  GAS 
Notice  of  Consideration 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Bureau 
of  the  Census  is  considering  a  proposal 
to  initiate  an  annual  survey  on  oil  and 
gas  field  operations  for  the  year  1973 
and  for  each  year  thereafter,  under  the 
authority  of  13  U.S.C.  181,  224,  and  225. 
This  survey  will  canvass  the  industry 
which  provides  most  of  the  fuel  con¬ 
sumed  in  the  United  States,  as  well  as 
a  substantial  portion  of  the  raw  mate¬ 
rial  requirements  of  many  industries. 
On  the  basis  of  information  and  recom¬ 
mendations  received  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  the  data  will  have  signifi¬ 
cant  application  to  the  needs  of  the 
public  and  industry  and  are  not  avail¬ 
able  from  non-governmental  or  other 
governmental  sources  in  the  level  of 
detail  proposed. 

The  amount  of  oil  and  gas  available 
to  satisfy  the  steadily  increasing  energy 
needs  has  a  very  important  impact  on 
the  U.S.  economy.  The  far-reaching 
ramifications  of  an  inadequate  energy 
supply  require  that  special  considera¬ 


tion  be  given  to  energy  availability  in 
forecasts  and  as  general  background  in 
the  formulation  of  economic  policies. 

This  survey,  if  conducted,  shall  begin 
not  earlier  than  June  24,  1974. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  form  are  avail¬ 
able  on  request  to  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  the  Census,  Washington,  D.C.  20233. 

Any  suggestions  or  recommendations 
concerning  the  subject  matter  of  this 
proposed  survey  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Director  of  the  Census 
Bureau  on  or  before  June  24,  1974  in 
order  to  receive  consideration. 

Dated:  May  20, 1974. 

Edward  D.  Failor, 
Administrator,  Social  and 

Economic  Statistics  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.74-11961  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 

United  States  Travel  Service 
TRAVEL  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Travel  Advisory  Board  of  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce  will  meet 
June  11,  1974,  at  9:30  A.M.,  in  Room 
4830,  of  the  Main  Commerce  Building, 
14th  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 

Established  in  July,  1968,  the  Travel 
Advisory  Board  consists  of  senior  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  15  U.S.  travel  industry 
segments  who  are  appointed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  to  serve  two  year 
terms. 

Members  advise  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  Assistant  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  Tourism  on  policies  and 
programs  designed  to  accomplish  the 
purposes  of  the  International  Travel  Act 
of  1961,  as  amended. 

Agenda  items  are  as  follows; 

1.  Meeting  called  to  order  by  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Tourism,  C. 
Langhorne  Washburn. 

2.  Opening  remarks  by  The  Honorable 
Howard  Baker  (with  tentative  Introduction 
by  Secretary  of  Commerce  Frederick  B. 
Dent) . 

3.  1973  U.S.  arrivals  and  departures,  and 
tourism  earnings  and  expenditures. 

4.  Discussion  of  highlights  of  USTS  ac¬ 
tivities  March,  1974  to  June,  1974. 

5.  Adjournment. 

A  limited  number  of  seats — approxi¬ 
mately  14 — will  be  available  to  observers 
from  the  public  and  the  press.  The  pub¬ 
lic  will  be  permitted  to  file  written  state¬ 
ments  with  the  Committee  before  or 
after  the  meeting.  To  the  extent  time  is 
available  the  presentation  of  oral  state¬ 
ments  will  be  allowed. 

Robert  Jackson,  Director  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Services,  of  the  United  States  Travel 
Service,  Room  1525,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  (telephone 
202/967-4987)  will  respond  to  public  re¬ 
quests  for  information  about  the 
meeting. 

C.  Langhorne  Washburn, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Tour¬ 
ism,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

[FR  Doc.74-12053  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  AL¬ 
COHOL  ABUSE  AND  ALCOHOLISM  AND 
MENTAL  HEALTH  SMALL  GRANT 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meetings 

The  Interim  Administrator,  Alcohol, 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Admin¬ 
istration,  announces  the  meeting  dates 
and  other  required  information  for  the 
following  National  Advisory  Bodies 
scheduled  to  assemble  the  month  of  June 
1974: 


Committee  Date,  time,  Type  of  meeting 
name  place  and/or 

contact  person 


National  Advi¬ 
sory  Council 
on  Alcohol 
Abuse  and 
Alcoholism. 


June  10-11,9:30 
a.m.  The 
Board  Room, 
Slioreham 
Hotel,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 


Open— June  10, 
Closed — June  11, 
Contact  Mrs.  De- 
lores  del  Metoyer 
Finister,  Parklawn 
Bldg.,  Room 
16C-17,  5600  Fish¬ 
ers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md.  20852. 
Area  Code  301- 
443-2954. 


Purpose.  Advises  the  Secretary,  Department 
of  Health,  Education  and  Welfare  regarding 
policy  direction  and  program  issues  of  na¬ 
tional  significance  in  the  area  of  alcohol 
abuse  and  alcoholism.  Reviews  all  grant  ap¬ 
plications  submitted,  evaluates  these  appli¬ 
cations  in  terms  of  scientific  merit  and  co¬ 
herence  with  Department  policies,  and  makes 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  with  re¬ 
spect  to  approval  and  amount  of  award. 

Agenda.  June  10  will  be  devoted  to  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  (1)  policy  issues,  (2)  a  progress 
report  on  activities  of  the  National  Center 
for  Alcohol  Education,  (3)  legislative  actions 
affecting  the  ADAMHA /NIAAA,  (4)  program 
developments,  (5)  budget,  (6)  update  of  OPS 
#7  (Insurance  coverage  for  the  alcoholic). 

On  June  11,  the  Council  will  conduct  a  final 
review  of  grant  applications  for  Federal  as¬ 
sistance  and  this  session  will  not  be  open  to 
the  public  in  accordance  with  the  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  Interim  Administrator,  Alcohol, 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  92-463,  Section  10(d) . 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as  pri¬ 
orities  dictate. 


Committee  Date,  time,  Type  of  meeting 
name  place  and/or 

contact  person 


Menial  Health 
Small  Grant 
Committee. 


June  27-28. 

1  p.m.,  Con¬ 
gressional 
Board  Room, 
Sheraton  Park 
Hotel,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 


Open— June  27,  4:00- 
5:00  p.m.,  Closed — 
Otherwise,  contact 
Stephanie  B .  Stolz, 
Parklawn  Bldg., 
Room  IOC-14,  5600 
Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Md. 
20852.  Area  Code 
301-443-4337. 


Purpose.  The  committee  is  charged  with 
the  initial  review  of  small  grant  applications 
for  Federal  assistance  in  the  program  areas 
administered  by  the  National  Institute  of 
Mental  Health. 

Agenda.  From  4  p.m.  to  5  p.m.,  June  27,  the 
meeting  will  be  open  for  discussion  of  admin¬ 
istrative  announcements  and  legislative  de¬ 
velopments.  Otherwise,  the  Committee  will  be 
performing  Initial  review  of  grant  applica¬ 
tions  for  Federal  assistance  and  will  not  be 


open  to  the  public,  in  accordance  with  the 
determination  by  the  Interim  Administra¬ 
tor,  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Public  Law  92-463,  section  10(d). 

Substantive  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  contact  persons  listed  above. 

The  Information  Officers  who  will  fur¬ 
nish  summaries  of  the  meetings  and  ros¬ 
ters  of  the  committee  members  are  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  Parklawn  Building,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852. 
The  NIAAA  Information  Officer  is  Mr. 
Harry  C.  Bell,  Associate  Director  for 
Public  Affairs,  National  Institute  on  Al¬ 
cohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism,  Room  6C- 
15,  telephone  no.  443-3306.  The  NIMH 
Information  Officer  is  Mr.  Edwin  M. 
Long,  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Commu¬ 
nications,  National  Institute  of  Mental 
Health,  Room  15-105,  telephone  no.  443- 
3600. 

Dated:  May  9,  1974. 

Kurst  J.  Besteman, 
Acting  Interim  Administrator, 
Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.74-11962  FUed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 

|  Docket  No.  FDC-D-467;  DESI  12339;  NDA 
12-339] 

BREON  LABORATORIES 

Certain  Combination  Drugs  for  Inhalation; 

Proposed  Withdrawal  of  Approval  of 

Parts  of  Application 

The  National  Academy  of  Sciences- 
National  Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy 
Study  Group  evaluated  the  effectiveness 
of  the  drug  products  described  below, 
found  the  drugs  to  be  less  than  effective, 
and  submitted  its  reports  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs.  Copies  of 
those  reports  have  previously  been  made 
publicly  available  and  are  on  display  at 
the  office  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  Hearing  Clerk.  After  review¬ 
ing  the  Academy’s  reports  and  the  avail¬ 
able  data  and  information,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  concluded  that  the  drugs  are  less 
than  effective  and  published  his  conclu¬ 
sions  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Novem¬ 
ber  3,  1970  (35  FR  16951)  that  the  drugs 
lack  substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness 
as  fixed  combinations  for  their  labeled 
claims  relating  to  bronchopulmonary 
disorders. 

1.  That  part  of  NDA  12-339  pertaining 
to  Bronkometer  Aerosol  containing  iso- 
etharine  methansulfonate,  phenyleph¬ 
rine  hydrochloride,  and  thenyldiamine 
hydrochloride;  and 

2.  That  part  of  NDA  12-339  pertaining 
to  Bronkospray  Solution  containing  iso- 
etharine  hydrochloride,  phenylephrine 
hydrochloride,  and  thenyldiamine  hy¬ 
drochloride,  Breon  Laboratories,  Inc., 
Subsidiary  of  Sterling  Drug,  Inc.,  90  Park 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.  10016. 

Subsequent  to  the  notice  of  November 
3, 1970  Breon  Laboratories  supplemented 
its  new  drug  application  to  revise  the 
formulation  and  labeling  of  these  prod¬ 
ucts.  Hie  revised  formulation  elimi¬ 


nated  the  ingredient  thenyldiamine 
hydrochloride.  To  reflect  this  change 
these  products  were  called  Bronkom- 
eter-2  and  Bronkosol-2.  A  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  9,  1972  (37  FR  26356)  stating 
that,  as  reformulated,  Bronkometer-2 
and  Bronkosol-2  are  less-than-effective 
(probably  effective)  for  the  acute  relief 
of  bronchial  asthma  and  other  conditions 
in  which  bronchospasm  is  a  complicating 
factor,  such  as  chronic  bronchitis  or 
emphysema.  The  reformulated  products 
are  being  evaluated.  No  data  were  re¬ 
ceived  concerning  the  original  Bronkom¬ 
eter  Aerosol  and  Bronkospray  Solution 
products. 

On  the  basis  of  all  of  the  data  and  in¬ 
formation  available  to  him,  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  is  unaware  of 
any  adequate  and  well-controlled  clinical 
investigation,  conducted  by  experts  qual¬ 
ified  by  scientific  training  and  ex¬ 
perience,  meeting  the  requirements  of 
section  505  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and  21 
CFR  314.111(a)(5),  and  21  CFR  3.86, 
demonstrating  the  effectiveness  of  the 
drugs  Bronkometer  Aerosol  and  Bronko¬ 
spray  Solution  containing  isoetharine 
methanesulfonate  or  hydrochloride  with 
phenylephrine  hydrochloride  and  thenyl¬ 
diamine  hydrochloride. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  the 
holder (s)  of  the  new  drug  application  (s) 
and  to  all  other  interested  persons  that 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  pro¬ 
poses  to  issue  an  order  under  section 
505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355(e)),  with¬ 
drawing  approval  of  the  new  drug  ap¬ 
plication  (s)  (or  if  indicated  above,  those 
parts  of  the  application (s)  providing  for 
the  drug  product (s)  listed  above)  and  all 
amendments  and  supplements  thereto  on 
the  ground  that  new  information  before 
him  with  respect  to  the  drug  product (s) , 
evaluated  together  with  the  evidence 
available  to  him  at  the  time  of  approval 
of  the  application(s),  shows  there  is  a 
lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the  drug 
product(s)  will  have  the  effect  it  pur¬ 
ports  or  is  represented  to  have  under  the 
conditions  of  use  prescribed,  recom¬ 
mended,  or  suggested  in  the  labeling. 

In  addition  to  the  holder(s)  of  the  new 
drug  application  (s)  specifically  named 
above,  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  applies  to  all  persons  who  manu¬ 
facture  or  distribute  a  drug  product 
which  is  identical,  related,  or  similar  to 
a  drug  product  named  above,  as  defined 
in  21  CFR  310.6.  It  is  the  responsibility 
of  every  drug  manufacturer  or  distribu¬ 
tor  to  review  this  notice  of  opportunity 
for  hearing  to  determine  whether  it 
covers  any  drug  product  he  manufactures 
or  distributes.  Any  person  may  request 
an  opinion  of  the  applicability  of  this 
notice  to  a  specific  drug  product  he 
manufactures  or  distributes  that  may  be 
identical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug 
product  named  in  this  notice  by  writing 
to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Bureau  of  Drugs,  Office  of  Compliance 
(HFD-300),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  MD  20852. 

In  addition  to  the  ground(s)  for  the 
proposed  withdrawal  of  approval  stated 
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above,  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  encompasses  all  issues  relating  to 
the  legal  status  of  the  drug  products 
subject  to  it  (including  identical,  related, 
or  similar  drug  products  as  defined  in 
§  310.6)  e.g.,  any  contention  that  any 
such  product  is  not  a  new  drug  because  ft 
is  generally  recognized  as  safe  and  ef¬ 
fective  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201  (p)  of  the  act  or  because  it  is  exempt 
from  part  or  all  of  the  new  drug  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  act  pursuant  to  the  exemp¬ 
tion  for  products  marketed  prior  to 
June  25,  1938,  contained  in  section 
201  (p)  of  the  act,  or  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  107(c)  of  the  Drug  Amendments  of 
1962;  or  for  any  other  reason. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder 
(21  CFR  310,  314),  the  applicant(s)  and 
all  other  persons  subject  to  this  notice 
pursuant  to  21  CFR  310.6  are  hereby 
given  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  to 
show  why  approval  of  the  new  drug  ap¬ 
plication  (s)  should  not  be  withdrawn 
and  an  opportunity  to  raise,  for  adminis¬ 
trative  determination,  all  issues  relating 
to  the  legal  status  of  a  drug  product 
named  above  and  of  all  identical,  re¬ 
lated,  or  similar  drug  products. 

If  an  applicant  or  any  other  person 
subject  to  this  notice  pursuant  to  21 
CFR  310.6  elects  to  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  for  a  hearing,  he  shall  file 
(1)  on  or  before  June  24,  1974  a  written 
notice  of  appearance  and  request  for 
hearing,  and  (2)  on  or  before  July  23, 
1974.  the  data,  information,  and  analyses 
on  which  he  relies  to  justify  a  hearing,  as 
specified  in  21  CFR  314.200.  Any  other 
interested  person  may  also  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  this  notice.  The  procedures 
and  requirements  governing  this  notice 
of  opportunity  for  hearing,  a  notice  of 
appearance  and  request  for  hearing,  a 
submission  of  data,  information,  and 
analyses  to  justify  a  hearing,  other  com¬ 
ments,  and  a  grant  or  denial  of  hearing, 
are  contained  in  21  CFR  130.14  as  pub¬ 
lished  and  discussed  in  detail  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  13,  1974  (39 
FR  9750),  recodified  as  21  CFR  314.200 
on  March  29,  1974  (39  FR  11680) . 

The  failure  of  an  applicant  or  any  other 
person  subject  to  this  notice  pursuant  to 
21  CFR  310.6  to  file  timely  written  ap¬ 
pearance  and  requests  for  hearing  as 
required  by  21  CFR  314.200  constitutes 
an  election  by  such  person  not  to  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing 
concerning  the  action  proposed  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  drug  product  and  a  waiver 
of  any  contentions  concerning  the  legal 
status  of  any  such  drug  product.  Any 
such  drug  product  may  not  thereafter 
lawfully  be  marketed,  and  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  will  initiate  appro¬ 
priate  regulatory  action  to  remove  such 
drug  products  from  the  market  Any  new 
drug  product  marketed  without  an  ap¬ 
proved  NDA  is  subject  to  regulatory  ac¬ 
tion  at  any  time. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing  that 
there  is  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue 


of  fact  that  requires  a  hearing.  If  it  con¬ 
clusively  appears  from  the  face  of  the 
data,  information,  and  factual  analyses 
in  the  request  for  the  hearing  that  there 
is  no  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
fact  which  precludes  the  withdrawal  of 
approval  of  the  application,  or  when  a 
request  for  hearing  is  not  made  in  the 
required  format  or  with  the  required 
analyses,  the  Commissioner  will  enter 
summary  judgment  against  the  person(s) 
who  requests  the  hearing,  making  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions,  denying  a  hearing. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  notice 
shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration  (HFC-20) ,  Room  6-86,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  notice, 
except  for  data  and  information  pro¬ 
hibited  from  public  disclosure  pursuant 
to  21  U.S.C.  331  (j)  or  18  U.S.C.  1905, 
may  be  seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  505,  52  Stat.  1052- 
53,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  355),  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  (21  CFR 
2.121). 

Dated:  May  14, 1974. 

J.  Richard  Crout, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.74-11968  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


Health  Resources  Administration 
NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCILS 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463) ,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Health  Resources  Adminis¬ 
tration,  announces  the  meeting  dates 
and  other  required  information  for  the 
following  Committees  scheduled  to  as¬ 
semble  during  the  month  of  June  1974: 


Committee 

namg 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting 
and/or 

contact  person 

National  Advi¬ 
sory  Council 
on  Nurse 
Training. 

June  8-5  10:30 
am.,  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  6, 
Building  31, 
National  In¬ 
stitutes  of 
Health,  Be¬ 
thesda  Md. 

Open— June  8, 10:30 
am. -noon. 

Closed— remainder 
of  meeting.  Con¬ 
tact  Dr.  Mary  8. 
Hill,  Federal 

Bldg.,  Room 

6C-08,  9000  Rock¬ 
ville  Pika  Be¬ 
thesda,  Md.,  Code 
301-496-0985. 

Purpose.  Performs  final  review  of  applica¬ 
tions  for  construction  projects,  financial  dis¬ 
tress  grants,  special  projects  for  the  Improve¬ 
ment  of  nurse  training  and  research  grants. 
Recommends  approval,  disapproval,  or  defer¬ 
ral  action  to  the  Administrator,  Health 
Resources  Administration. 

Agenda.  Agenda  items  for  open  portion  of 
meeting  will  cover  announcements;  consid¬ 
eration  of  minutes  of  previous  meetings;  dls" 
cuss  future  dates  for  1974  and  1975;  and 
administrative  and  staff  reports.  During  the 
remainder  of  the  meeting,  the  Council  wlU 
conduct  a  final  review  of  grant  applications 


for  Federal  assistance  and  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public  In  accordance  with  the  deter¬ 
mination  by  the  Administrator,  HRA,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  92-443, 
section  10(d). 


Committee  Type  of  meeting 

name  Date,  time,  plaoe  and/or 

contact  person 


National  Ad¬ 
visory  Coun¬ 
cil  on  Health 
Professions 
Education. 


June  10-12,  8:30 
a.m..  Con¬ 
ference  Room 
no  6,  Bldg. 
81-C,  Na¬ 
tional  Insti¬ 
tutes  of 
Health,  Be- 
thesda,  Md. 


Open— June  10,  8:30 
a.m.-10:30  am. 
Closed— remainder 
of  meeting.  Con¬ 
tact  Ms.  Lynn 
Stevens,  Bldg. 
31-C,  National 
Institutes  of 
Health,  Room 
4008,  Bethesda, 
Md.  Code  301- 
496-3535 


Purpose.  Advises  the  Secretary  with  respect 
to  the  administration  of  programs  of  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  for  the  health  professions.  In¬ 
cluding  construction  of  facilities,  student 
loans  and  scholarships,  capitation  for  the 
support  of  educational  programs,  special 
projects  and  other  purposes  to  Improve  the 
quality  of  education  and  conducts  the  final 
review  of  grant  apllcations  In  these  areas. 

Agenda.  The  Council  will  discuss  adminis¬ 
trative  and  staff  reports,  conduct  an  orien¬ 
tation  as  to  program  operations  and  proce¬ 
dures,  and  consider  minutes  of  past  meeting 
as  well  as  schedule  future  meeting  dates. 
This  portion  will  be  open  to  the  public.  The 
Council  will  also  review  grant  applications, 
and  this  portion  will  be  closed  to  the  public, 
In  accordance  with  the  determination  by  the 
Administrator,  Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion.  pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  Section 
10(d). 


Committee  Type  of  meeting 

name  Date,  time,  place  and/or 

contact  person 


National  Advt-  June  13-15,  9:00 
sory  Council  am.,  Park- 

on  Regional  lawn  Bldg., 

Medical  Conference 


Brograms.  Room  G-H, 

'  5600  Fishers 

Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md. 


Open— 9:00  am.- 
12:00  noon. 
Cloeed— remainder 
of  meeting.  Con¬ 
tact  Mr.  Kenneth 
Baum,  Parklawn 
Bldg.,  Room  11- 
05, 5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville, 
Md.  Code  301- 
443-1520. 


Purpose.  The  Council  advises  and  assists 
the  Secretary  In  the  preparation  of  regula¬ 
tions  for,  and  as  to  policy  matters  arising 
with  respect  to,  the  administration  of  this 
Program.  Reviews  applications  for  grants 
under  Title  IX,  and  recommends  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  with  respect  to  approval  of  applica¬ 
tions  for.  and  the  amounts  of,  grants  under 
this  Title. 

Agenda.  The  Council  will  discuss  policy 
matters  and  conduct  other  business,  and  this 
portion  of  the  meeting  shall  be  open  to  the 
public.  The  Council  will  review  grant  appli¬ 
cations,  including  pilot  arthritis  center  grant 
applications,  and  this  portion  of  the  meeting 
shall  be  cloeed  to  the  public,  In  accordance 
with  the  determination  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Health  Resources  Administration,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
section  10(d). 

Agenda  Items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

These  portions  of  the  meetings  so  indi¬ 
cated,  are  open  to  the  public  for  observa¬ 
tion  and  participation.  Anyone  wishing 
to  participate,  obtain  a  roster  of  mem- 
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bers,  or  other  relevant  Information, 
should  contact  the  persons  listed  above. 

Dated:  May  21,  1974. 

Daniel  P.  Whiteside, 
Associate  Administrator  for  Op¬ 
erations  and  Management, 
Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.74-11999  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Education 

TALENT  SEARCH— SPECIAL  SERVICES 

FOR  DISADVANTAGED  STUDENTS 

Criteria  for  Funding  Applications  for  Fiscal 
Year  1974 

On  pages  9840  and  9841  of  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  14,  1974,  there  was 
published  a  notice  with  regard  to  cri¬ 
teria  for  the  selection  of  applications  for 
funding  for  fiscal  year  1974  under  the 
Talent  Search  and  Special  Services  for 
Disadvantaged  Students  Programs.  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  given  fifteen  days 
in  which  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  criteria. 

No  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  have  been  received;  therefore,  the 
criteria  are  hereby  adopted  without 
change  and  are  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date:  These  funding  criteria 
shall  become  effective  on  May  24,  1974. 

Dated:  May  7,  1974. 

John  Ottina, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  May  17, 1974. 

Frank  Carltxcci, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.488  Talent  Search,  13.482  Special 
Services  for  Disadvantaged  Students) 

criteria  for  talent  search 

The  Commissioner  will  select  applicants 
to  be  funded  under  the  Talent  Search  Pro¬ 
gram  on  the  basis  of  the  criteria  set  forth 
in  45  CFR  100a.26(b)  as  well  as  the  follow¬ 
ing  criteria: 

(a)  Continuation  grants.  A  request  for 
funds  for  the  continuation  of  a  project  be¬ 
gun  in  a  prior  fiscal  year  wiU  be  given 
priority  over  an  application  for  the  initiation 
of  a  new  project.  Requests  for  continuation 
grants  will  be  approved  only  if  satisfactory 
progress  has  been  made  in  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  earlier  phases  of  the  project  and 
if  the  project  is  successful  or  continues  to 
offer  promise  of  success  in  placing  students 
suffering  from  financial  need  or  cultural 
Isolation  in  postsecondary  educational  in¬ 
stitutions. 

Before  any  proposal  for  the  continuation 
of  a  project  is  evaluated,  all  required  reports, 
including  fiscal  audits,  data  collection  forms, 
quarterly  fiscal  reports,  and  semi-annual  and 
annual  narrative  reports  must  be  received 
and  accepted  by  the  appropriate  Office  of 
Education  staff. 

(b)  Initial  year  grants.  (1)  The  extent  to 
which  the  target  area  of  the  proposed  project 
is  characterized  by  (i)  high  concentrations 
of  secondary  school  dropouts:  (il)  low  level 
of  postsecondary  school  attendance;  (ill) 
persons  having  family  income  at  or  below 
the  Federal  poverty  level;  (iv)  students  from 
low-income  families  having  low  aspiration 


levels  and  special  needs  resulting  from  cul¬ 
tural  isolation,  language  disabilities,  and 
educational  deficiencies. 

(2)  The  scope  and  variety  of  methods  to 
be  used  in  the  recruitment  of  Talent  Search 
youth; 

(3)  Evidence  of  prior  involvement  with 
the  community  to  be  served; 

(4)  The  ability  of  the  applicant  to  work 
with  members  of  the  academic  community 
in  the  area  to  be  served,  especially  in  the 
area  of  admissions  and  financial  aid,  as  re¬ 
flected  by  previous  and  projected  activities 
of  the  applicant; 

(5)  The  projected  impact  upon  the  target 
community  in  terms  of: 

(i)  expanding  opportunities  for  postsec¬ 
ondary  opportunities; 

(ii)  securing  admissions  and  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  target  students; 

(ill)  developing  non-traditional  methods 
of  assessing  students’  abilities  for  success  in 
postsecondary  education; 

(6)  The  comprehensiveness  of  counseling 
services  to  be  offered; 

(7)  The  extent  to  which  other  educational 
and  community  resources  will  be  utilized  in 
providing  services  which  the  Talent  Search 
project  cannot  itself  provide; 

(8)  The  extent  to  which  project  staff  are 
representative  of  the  ethnic/racial  back¬ 
ground  of  project  participants  and  are  sensi¬ 
tive  to  their  needs. 

(20  U.S.C.  1070d-l ) 

CRITERIA  FOR  SPECIAL  SERVICES  FOR 
DISADVANTAGED  STUDENTS 

The  Commissioner  will  select  applicants  to 
be  funded  under  the  Special  Services  for 
Disadvantaged  Students  programs  on  the 
basis  of  the  criteria  set  forth  in  45  CFR 
100a.26(b)  as  well  as  the  following  criteria: 

(a)  Continuation  grants.  A  request  for 
funds  for  the  continuation  of  a  project  be¬ 
gun  in  a  prior  fiscal  year  will  be  given  pri¬ 
ority  over  an  application  for  the  initiation 
of  a  new  project.  Requests  for  continuation 
will  be  approved  only  if  satisfactory  progress 
has  been  made  in  the  Implementation  of  the 
earlier  phases  of  the  project,  and  if  the  proj¬ 
ect  is  successful  in  enabling  students  to  re¬ 
sume  or  to  continue  their  postsecondary  edu¬ 
cation  with  adequate  financial  aid. 

Before  any  proposal  for  the  continuation 
of  a  project  is  evaluated,  all  required  reports, 
including  fiscal  audits,  data  collection  forms, 
quarterly  fiscal  reports,  and  semi-annual  and 
annual  narrative  reports  must  be  received 
and  accepted  by  the  appropriate  Office  of 
Education  staff. 

(b)  Initial  grants.  1.  Evidence  of  the  en¬ 
rollment  of  physically  disabled  and/or  low- 
income  students  at  the  institution  whose 
educational  background,  cultural  Isolation, 
or  physical  disability  is  such  that  they  would 
not  likely  be  successful  in  a  program  of  post¬ 
secondary  education  without  special  sup¬ 
portive  services. 

2.  Evidence  of  the  availability  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  financial  assistance  to  meet  ade¬ 
quately  the  needs  of  low-income  students 
enrolled  in  the  applicant  institution. 

3.  Delineation  of  a  clear  and  precise  plan 
for  the  selection  of  students,  including  a 
comprehensive  needs  assessment  of  support¬ 
ive  services  needed. 

4.  A  work  program  including:  (i)  A  com¬ 
prehensive  counseling  program,  including 
student  personnel,  career,  and  academic 
counseling;  special  classes,  remedial  and 
other;  tutoring;  and  other  services  necessary 
to  meet  the  needs  of  those  enrolled  in  the 
program;  (ii)  evidence  of  institutional  pol¬ 
icies  in  such  areas  as  retention,  grading, 
course  options,  and  other  administrative  or 
academic  policies  which  have  as  their  pur¬ 
pose  the  maximization  of  a  student’s  chances 
for  successful  completion  of  postsecondary 
education. 


6.  Method  and  extent  of  orientation  to  pro¬ 
gram  objectives  and  institutional  commit¬ 
ment  to  the  Special  Services  Project  and  its 
goals. 

6.  A  method  of  assessing  and  documenting 
the  effects  of  the  program  services,  progress 
made  and  follow-up  of  students  enrolled  or 
formerly  enrolled  in  the  program.  . 

7.  Plans  for  implementing  and  assessing 
the  impact  of  the  project  upon  the  academic 
community. 

8.  Extent  to  which  grantee  and  other  re¬ 
sources  may  be  utilized  to  supplement  or  ex¬ 
tend  the  work  program  of  the  project. 

(20  U.S.C.  1070d-l) 

[FR  Doc.74-12016  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am| 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
TENNESSEE 

Proposed  Designation  of  Professional 
Standards  Review  Organization  for  Area  II 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
with  section  1152(f)  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act  and  42  CFR  100.104,  that  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  proposes,  subject  to  satisfactory 
completion  of  the  contract  negotiation 
process,  to  enter  into  an  agreement  with 
the  Tennessee  Foundation  for  Medical 
Care,  Inc.,  designating  it  as  the  Profes¬ 
sional  Standards  Review  Organization 
for  PSRO  Area  n  located  in  the  State  of 
Tennessee,  which  area  is  designated  a 
Professional  Standards  Review  Organi¬ 
zation  area  in  42  CFR  101.47. 

The  Secretary  has  determined  that  the 
Tennessee  Foundation  for  Medical  Care, 
Incorporated  is  qualified  to  assume  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  a  Profes¬ 
sional  Standards  Review  Organization 
as  specified  in  Title  XI,  Part  B  of  the 
Social  Security  Act.  The  aforementioned 
organization  is  incorporated,  according 
to  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  as 
a  non-profit  professional  organization 
whose  membership  is  voluntary  and  com¬ 
prises  at  least  25  per  centum  of  the  li¬ 
censed  doctors  of  medicine  or  osteop¬ 
athy  engaged  in  active  practice  in  the 
State  of  Tennessee.  As  stipulated  in  its 
Articles  of  Incorporation,  the  principal 
officers  of  the  Tennessee  Foundation  for 
Medical  Care,  Incorporated  are: 

Name  and  office  held 

1.  George  A.  Zirkle,  Jr.,  M.D.,  Chairman. 

2.  William  D.  Tribble,  Ph.D„  Executive 

Director. 

The  official  address  of  the  corporation 
is  112  Louise  Avenue,  Nashville,  Ten¬ 
nessee  37203. 

Any  licensed  doctor  of  medicine  or  os¬ 
teopathy  engaged  in  active  practice  in 
PSRO  Area  n  who  objects  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  entering  into  an  agreement  with 
the  Tennessee  Foundation  for  Medical 
Care,  Inc.,  on  the  grounds  that  this  or¬ 
ganization  is  not  representative  of  doc¬ 
tors  in  such  area  may,  on  or  before  June 
24,  1974,  mail  such  objection  in  writing 
to  the  Director,  Office  of  Professional 
Standards  Review  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  P.O.  Box  #2111, 
Rockville,  Maryland,  20852.  All  such  ob¬ 
jections  must  include  the  physician’s  ad¬ 
dress,  the  location  (s)  of  his  office,  his 
signature,  and  a  certification  that  such 
physician  is  engaged  in  the  active  prac- 
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tice  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  (i.e.  direct 
patient  care  and  related  clinical  activi¬ 
ties,  administrative  duties  in  a  medical 
facility  or  other  health  related  institu¬ 
tion,  and/or  medical  or  osteopathic 
teaching  or  research  activity) . 

Pursuant  to  42  CFR  101.103,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  determined  that  2,836  doctors 
of  medicine  and  osteopathy  are  engaged 
in  active  practice  in  PSRO  Area  II.  In 
the  event  that  more  than  10  percentum 
of  such  doctors  express  objections  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  preceding  chapter,  the 
Secretary  will,  in  accordance  with  42 
CFR  101.106,  conduct  a  poll  of  all  such 
doctors  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  in  such 
area  to  determine  whether  the  Tennessee 
Foundation  for  Medical  Care,  Inc.,  is 
representative  of  such  doctors  in  such 
area. 

Dated:  May  14,  1974. 

Henry  E.  Simmons, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health,  Director,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
fessional  Standards  Review. 

[FR  Doc.74-12018  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  50-463  and  50-464] 

PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  CO.,  (FULTON 
GENERATING  STATION,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Assignment  of  Members  of  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Appeal  Board 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  authority  in  10  CFR 
2.787(a),  the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Panel  has 
assigned  the  following  panel  members 
to  serve  as  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board  for  these 
proceedings: 

Richard  S.  Salzman,  Chairman 
Michael  C.  Farrar,  Member 
Dr.  W.  Reed  Johnson,  Member 

Dated:  May  20,  1974. 

Margaret  E.  Du  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 
[FR  Doc.74-11995  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


HIGH  ENERGY  PHYSICS  ADVISORY  PANEL; 

SUBPANEL  ON  NEW  FACILITIES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

May  21,  1974. 

On  June  6-12,  1974,  there  will  be  a 
meeting  of  the  Subpanel  on  New  Facili¬ 
ties  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s 
High  Energy  Physics  Advisory  Panel  at 
the  Summer  Studies  Center  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Academy  of  Sciences,  Houston 
House,  Woods  Hole,  Massachusetts.  Be¬ 
low  is  that  portion  of  the  Subpanel’s  ten¬ 
tative  agenda  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Practical  considerations  may  re¬ 
quire  alterations  in  the  agenda  or 
schedule. 

(1)  Thursday,  June  6, 1974. 

10:30  a.m. — Fermi  National  Accelerator  Lab¬ 
oratory  Plans — R.  R.  Wilson 
12:00  p.m. — Lunch 

1:00  p.m. — Positron  -  Electron  Physics  — 
Panel  Members  and  Consultants 
5:00  p.m. — Adjourn 


(2)  Friday,  June  7, 1974. 

9:00  a.m. — Proton-Proton  Physics — Panel 
Members  and  Consultants 
12:00  p.m. — Lunch 

1:00  p.m. — Comparative  Physics  —  Panel 
Members  and  Consultants 
3:00  p.m. — Positron-Electron  Technology — 
Panel  Members  and  Consultants 
5:00  p.m. — Adjourn 

(3)  Saturday,  June  i,  1974. 

9:00  a.m. — Proton-Proton  Technology — 

Panel  Members  and  Consultants 

12:00  p.m. — Lunch 

1:00  pm. — Comparative  Technology — Panel 
Members  and  Consultants 
5:00  p.m. — Adjourn 

4)  June  9-12, 1974. 

Working/writing  groups  with  scheduled 
Joint  meetings  as  needed — Panel  Members. 

In  addition  to  the  above  agenda,  the 
Subpanel  will  hold  an  Executive  Session 
on  Thursday  morning  prior  to  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  open  session.  I  have  de¬ 
termined,  in  accordance  with  subsection 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Session  will  consist  of  an  exchange 
of  opinions  and  formulation  of  recom¬ 
mendations,  the  discussion  of  which,  if 
written,  would  fall  within  exemption  (5) 
of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) .  It  is  essential  to  close 
this  portion  of  the  meeting  to  protect  the 
free  interchange  of  internal  views  and  to 
avoid  interference  with  the  Agency  or 
Subpanel  operation. 

The  Chairman  is  empowered  to  con¬ 
duct  the  meeting  in  a  manner  that  in  his 
judgment  will  facilitate  the  orderly  con¬ 
duct  of  business. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
agenda  items  scheduled,  the  following 
requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  on  those  agenda  items  may 
do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof,  post¬ 
marked,  if  possible,  no  later  than  June  1, 
1974,  to  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Subpanel,  Dr.  Bernard  Hllderbrand,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Physical  Research,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  kept  open  for  30  days  for  receipt  of 
written  statements  for  the  record. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  may  request  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  oral  statements  concern¬ 
ing  the  written  statement.  Such  requests 
shall  accompany  the  written  statement, 
and  shall  set  forth  reasons  justifying  the 
need  for  such  oral  statements  and  their 
usefulness  to  the  Subpanel.  To  the  extent 
that  the  time  available  for  the  meeting 
permits,  the  Subpanel  will  receive  oral 
statements  during  a  period  of  not  more 
than  30  minutes  at  an  appropriate  time, 
chosen  by  the  Chairman. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
make  oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Subpanel,  who  is 
empowered  to  apportion  the  time  avail¬ 
able  among  those  selected  by  him  to 
make  oral  statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  the  Chairman’s 
ruling  on  requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
present  oral  statements,  and  the  time 
allotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid 
telephone  call  to  the  office  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  of  the  Panel.  His  telephone 
number  is  Area  Code  301-973-3624. 


(e)  Questions  at  the  meeting  may  be 
asked  only  by  members  of  the  Subpanel. 

(f )  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  made 
available  on  a  first-come,  first-served 
basis. 

(g)  Copies  of  minutes  of  public  ses¬ 
sions  will  be  made  available  for  copying, 
following  their  acceptance  by  the  Sub¬ 
panel  at  its  next  meeting,  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  upon  payment 
of  all  charges  required  by  law. 

John  C.  Ryan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-12057  Filed  5-22-74:10:22  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  25137] 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Service  to  Glens  Falls,  New  York 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  this  proceeding  is  assigned  to  be  held 
before  the  Board  on  June  19,  1974,  at  10 
a.m.  (local  time) ,  in  Room  1027,  Univer¬ 
sal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  20. 
1974. 

[seal]  Ralph  L.  Wiser, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.74-12051  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  25280;  Agreement  C.A.B.  24380; 
Order  74-A-81] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority, 
May  16,  1974. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Traffic  Conferences  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (LATA),  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590  dealing  with  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates. 

The  agreement  names  an  additional 
specific  commodity  rate,  as  set  forth 
below,  reflecting  a  reduction  from  gen¬ 
eral  cargo  rates;  and  was  adopted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers 
and  promulgated  in  an  IATA  letter  dated 
May  6,  1974. 

Specific 

commodity 

item  No.  Description  and  rate 

6502 - -  Veterinary  Pharmaceuti¬ 

cals,  78  cents  per  kilo¬ 
gram,  minimum  weight 
1,000  kgs.  From  Nice  to 
'  New  York/Montreal. 
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Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found  that  the 
subject  agreement  is  adverse  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act,  pro¬ 
vided  that  approval  is  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  if  is  ordered,  That: 

.  1.  Agreement  C.A.B.  24380,  be  and 
hereby  is  approved,  provided  that  ap¬ 
proval  shall  not  constitute  approval  of 
the  specific  commodity  description  con¬ 
tained  therein  for  purposes  of  tariff  pub¬ 
lications:  provided  further  that  tariff  fil¬ 
ings  shall  be  marked  to  become  effective 
on  not  less  than  30  days’  notice  from  the 
date  of  filing. 

2.  The  findings  and  approval  herein 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  modify  the  find¬ 
ings  and  Order  of  the  Board  in  its  de¬ 
cision  in  Agreements  Adopted  by  IATA 
Relating  to  North  Atlantic  Cargo  Rates, 
Order  73-2-24  of  February  6,  1973,  Order 
73-7-9  of  July  5,  1973,  Order  73-9-109 
of  September  28,  1973,  and  Order  74-4-7 
of  April  2,  1974  and  are  subject  to  all 
the  provisions  of  such  orders. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod,  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  thereof  is  filed  or  the  Board 
gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this  order 
on  its  own  motion.  m 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-12050  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  25875  Order  74-5-100] 

RATES  FOR  CHARTER  SERVICES  BE¬ 
TWEEN  THE  UNITED  STATES  AND  EUROPE 

Proposed  Policy  Statement 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1974. 

By  PSDR-37,  issued  September  7. 1973, 
the  Board  gave  notice  that  it  had  under 
consideration  proposed  amendments  to 
its  Statements  of  General  Policy  (14 
CFR  Part  399)  establishing  minimum 
charter  rate  guidelines  for  charter  serv¬ 
ices  between  the  United  States  and  Eu¬ 
rope  to  be  used  in  conjunction  with  the 
Board’s  recently  acquired  authority  to 
suspend  and  investigate  tariffs  of  air 
carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers  in  for¬ 
eign  air  transportation.1 

As  set  forth  in  the  Explanatory  State¬ 
ment  to  PSDR-37,  the  Board’s  purpose 
in  proposing  minimum  charter  rate 
guidelines  is  not  the  establishment  of  a 
rigid  inflexible  rate  floor  upon  which 

i  Public  Law  82-258,  86  Btat.  85,  March  22, 
1872,  amended  section  1002  o t  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  at  1858  by  adding  thereto  a  new 
subsection  (J)  pertaining  to  rates  In  foreign 
air  transportation. 


most  North  Atlantic  charter  rates  would 
come  to  rest,  but  rather  is  to  inject  an 
element  of  stability  into  North  Atlantic 
charter  rates  as  a  counterbalance  to  the 
intense  competitive  pressures  that  exist 
in  that  market  both  between  charter  and 
scheduled  services  and  among  charter 
operators — pressures  that  appear  to  be 
driving  both  charter  and  scheduled  rates 
and  fares  to  uneconomic  levels. 

The  Board’s  proposed  guidelines  were 
2.2  cents  per  seat  mile  for  weekday  char¬ 
ters  and  2.4  cents  per  seat  mile  for  week¬ 
end  charters,’  and  were  to  be  applied  to 
charter  services  operated  on  and  after 
January  1,  1974,  except  that  contracts 
entered  into  prior  to  the  date  the  notice 
was  issued  were  not  affected.  The  pro¬ 
posed  minimum  rates  were  based  solely 
on  available  cost  data  for  U.S.  supple¬ 
mental  air  carriers  on  the  basis  that  the 
results  of  these  charter  specialists  were 
more  representative  of  the  costs  of  char¬ 
ter  operations  than  were  the  results  of 
U.S.  certificated  air  carriers,  and  there¬ 
fore,  were  more  appropriate  for  deter¬ 
mining  the  minimum  rate  levels  to  be 
used  as  guidelines  by  the  Board  in  ex¬ 
ercising  its  newly  acquired  suspension 
power.  The  Board  tentatively  concluded 
that  the  proposed  minimum  rates  should 
be  based  upon  average  year-round 
operating  costs  without  a  seasonal  dif¬ 
ferential,  and  irrespective  of  aircraft  type 
or  variations  in  seating  density  above 
that  specified  by  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA)  for 
economy-class  service.  Recognizing  that 
these  tentative  decisions  were  highly  con¬ 
troversial,  the  Board  specifically  re¬ 
quested  interested  persons  to  address 
their  comments  to  these  issues. 

Twenty-one  comments  *  and  twelve 
reply  comments4  were  filed  in  response 
to  the  notice  of  rule  making. 

In  general,  none  of  the  comments  is 
an  unqualified  endorsement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule,  with  the  respondents  vari¬ 
ously  questioning  either  the  structure  or 

*  Weekdays  were  defined  as  Sunday  through 
Thursday  for  eastbound  originations  and 
Monday  through  Friday  for  westbound 
flights;  and  weekends  were  defined  as  Friday 
and  Saturday  for  eastbound  originations  and 
Saturday  and  Sunday  tor  westbound  origina¬ 
tions. 

5  Those  filing  comments  were  Aerlinte 
Eireann  Teoranta  (Aerlinte),  Alitalia  Air¬ 
lines  (Alitalia) ,  British  Caledonian  Airways 
Limited  (BCAL),  British  Overseas  Airways 
Corporation  (BOAC),  Capital  International 
Airways,  Inc.  (Capital),  Dan  Air  Services 
Limited  (Dan-Air),  Overseas  National  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.  (ONA) ,  Pan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.  (Pan  American),  Saturn  Airways, 
Inc.  (Saturn) ,  Spantax,  S.A.  (Spantax) ,  Swiss 
Air  Transport  Company  Limited  (Swissair), 
Trans  International  Airlines,  Inc.  (TTA) , 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA),  World 
Airways,  Inc.  (World) ,  The  Airline  Charter 
Tour  Operators  Association  (ACTOA) ,  B’nai 
B’rith.  Davis  Agency,  Inc.  (Davis) ,  John  Mac¬ 
Donald  Smith  (a  member  of  the  British  - 
American  Club  of  Northern  California),  the 
Department  of  Justice  (DOJ),  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  (DOT) ,  and  the  Hon. 
John  E.  Moss,  et  al.,  Members  of  Congress 
(MOC) . 

4  Reply  comments  were  filed  by  BCAL, 
BOAC,  Capital,  Dan-Air,  ONA,  Pan  American, 
Saturn,  TIA,  TWA,  World,  ACTOA,  and  DOJ. 


level  of  the  proposed  minimum  rates 
and/or  the  Board's  legal  authority  to 
adopt  such  policy  guidelines.  As  antici¬ 
pated,  a  number  of  respondents  disagree 
with  the  Board’s  tentative  findings  on 
the  need  for  a  seasonal  differential  and 
on  the  desirability  of  not  adopting  air¬ 
craft  or  seating  density  differentials,  and 
have  addressed  extensive  comments  to 
these  matters.  For  the  most  part,  the 
decision  not  to  adopt  differentiated  rates 
mi  the  basis  of  aircraft  type  or  seating 
density  is  supported  by  the  scheduled 
carriers  and  opposed  by  the  supplemen¬ 
tal  carriers.  The  carriers  are,  however, 
generally  in  agreement  that  in  view  of 
the  highly  seasonal  demand  for  charter 
services,  seasonal  variations  in  the  mini- 
mums  would  be  essential  to  adequately 
assure  a  profitable  average  year-round 
operating  yield.  In  addition,  the  route 
carriers  contend  that  by  relying  only 
upon  the  operating  costs  of  the  supple¬ 
mental  carriers,  and  in  particular  their 
costs  of  operating  stretched  DC-8’s,  and 
in  not  giving  consideration  to  the  costs 
of  other  segments  of  the  industry  en¬ 
gaged  in  North  Atlantic  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  the  Board  has  understated  the 
minimum  rate  levels  necessary  for 
achieving  an  adequate  operating  yield. 
The  supplemental  carriers,  on  the  other 
hand,  assert  that  the  cost  data  and 
methodology  used  were  deficient  and 
produce  levels  that  are  too  high,  par¬ 
ticularly  with  respect  to  the  off-season, 
and  will  adversely  affect  the  marketing 
of  charter  services.  A  further  matter 
raised  by  the  comments  is  the  need  for 
a  directional  differential,  and  the  alleged 
adverse  impact  the  proposed  nondiffer- 
entiated  rates  would  have  on  European 
originations. 

Aside  from  the  comments  concerned 
either  with  the  structure  or  level  of  the 
proposed  minimums,  several  respond¬ 
ents  question  the  legal  basis  for  adopting 
the  proposed  guidelines.  In  general, 
these  respondents  contend  that  the  legal 
and  practical  effect  of  the  proposal  is  to 
prescribe  minimum  charter  rates,  and 
citing  Moss  v.  C.A.B.,  430  F.2d  891  (D.C. 
Cir.,  1970) ,  argue  that  before  the  Board 
can  exercise  its  ratemaking  authority, 
it  is  legally  required  to  hold  a  hearing. 
In  addition,  several  respondents  dispute 
our  legal  authority,  even  with  a  hearing, 
to  adopt  the  proposal  on  the  basis  that 
section  1002(j)  of  the  Act,  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  suspension  and  investiga¬ 
tion  of  rates  in  foreign  air  transporta¬ 
tion,  does  not  authorize  the  Board  to 
prescribe  rates  should  an  existing  or 
proposed  rate  be  found  unlawful. 

After  considering  the  various  matters 
raised  by  the  comments,  we  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  before  proceeding  further,  it 
would  be  desirable  to  obtain  more  de¬ 
tailed  cost  and  operating  statistics  from 
all  carriers  operating  charter  services 
between  the  U.S.  and  Europe.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  are  herewith  ordering  all  air 
carriers  certificated  to  provide  service 
between  the  U.S.  and  Europe  via  the 
North  Atlantic  to  submit  by  June  14, 
1974,  the  data  set  forth  in  the  Appen¬ 
dices.  In  addition,  especially  in  view  of 
the  comments  in  support  of  a  directional 
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differential,  we  would  request  that 
foreign  carriers,  both  scheduled  and 
charter-only,  providing  charter  services 
over  the  North  Atlantic,  submit  at  the 
same  time  comparable  data.  After  re¬ 
ceipt  and  review  of  the  data,  the  Board 
will  determine  whether  or  not  further 
proceedings  are  necessary,  including  the 
holding  of  a  formal  hearing,  in  order  to 
develop  a  more  complete  record  on 
which  to  base  any  final  action  herein. 

In  determining  to  continue  procedures 
looking  toward  the  eventual  establish¬ 
ment  of  minimum  charter  rate  guide¬ 
lines,  we  are  not  unmindful  of  the  fact 
that  rapidly  escalating  fuel  costs  have 
substantially  rendered  moot  the  analysis 
of  supplemental  air  carriers’  operating 
costs  upon  which  our  proposed  mini- 
mums  were  based,  and  that  significantly 
increased  operating  costs  have  resulted 
in  numerous  charter  rate  increases  for 
the  upcoming  peak  charter  season.  How¬ 
ever,  with  the  lifting  of  the  Arab  oil  em¬ 
bargo,  we  anticipate  a  stabilization  of 
both  the  fuel  supply  and  cost  situation, 
and  expect  that  thereafter,  the  same 
competitive  pressures  which  originally 
prompted  our  proposal  will  reassert 
themselves  with  similar  detrimental  con¬ 
sequences.  For  this  reason,  we  continue 
to  believe  that  regulatory  action  to  fore¬ 
stall  implementation  of  apparently  non¬ 
compensatory  charter  rates  is  neces¬ 
sary  if  the  public  interest  in  an  eco¬ 
nomically  sound  and  competitively  bal¬ 
anced  international  air  transportation 
system  is  to  be  maintained. 

With  respect  to  the  comments  directed 
toward  our  legal  authority  to  adopt  the 
proposed  policy  statement,  we  have  given 
those  comments  careful  consideration, 
but  our  tentative  view  is  that  we  have 
such  power.  In  any  event,  we  find  no 
legal  basis  for  objection  to  requiring  the 
submission  of  economic  and  traffic 
statistics  that  would  be  useful  for  the 
knowledgeable  exercise  of  our  suspension 
powers  whether  or  not  we  eventually 
adopt  a  formal  charter  rate  policy. 

Although  we  had  originally  intended 
for  the  proposed  policy  statement  to 
apply  to  charters  performed  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1974,  it  is  obvious  that  we  will  be 
unable  to  finalize  any  rules  prior  to  the 
end  of  this  year’s  peak  charter  season, 
and  that  the  impact  of  any  minimum 
rates  subsequently  adopted  would,  there¬ 
fore,  be  severely  limited.  Accordingly,  we 
now  anticipate  that,  after  reviewing  the 
evidence  submitted,  any  action  we  take 
would  not  apply  to  charters  operated  be¬ 
fore  January  1975.  However,  during  the 
intervening  period,  we  intend  to  monitor 
closely  charter  tariff  filings  and  accom¬ 
panying  justifications,  and  are  prepared, 
upon  complaint  or  upon  our  own  initia¬ 
tive,  to  suspend  tariffs  where  such  action 
appears  necessary  to  forestall  effective¬ 
ness  of  non-compensatory  rates. 

Finally,  we  have  considered  the  other 
objections  to  the  proposed  minimum 
charter  rates  contained  in  the  various 
comments,  but  tentatively  are  of  the 
opinion  that  none  of  the  objections  war¬ 
rants  a  termination  of  the  proceeding. 


We  will  of  course  give  full  consideration 
to  all  matters  raised  by  the  comments  be¬ 
fore  taking  any  final  action. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  Each  air  carrier  certificated  to  en¬ 
gage  in  the  air  transportation  of  persons 
between  the  United  States  and  Europe 
submit  no  later  than  June  14,  1974,  the 
data  set  forth  in  the  Appendices 1  hereto. 

2.  This  order  be  served  upon  National 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc., 
Capitol  International  Airways,  Inc., 
Overseas  National  Airways,  Inc.,  Saturn 
Airways,  Inc.,  Trans  International  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  World  Airways,  Inc.  and  upon 
all  foreign  air  carriers  holding  permits 
authorizing  the  direct  air  transportation 
of  persons. 

3.  A  copy  of  this  order  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Secs.  204a,  407  and  1002  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat. 
743,  766  (as  amended  by  83  Stat.  103),  and 
788  (as  amended  by  86  Stat.  96);  (49  U.S.C. 
1324, 1377  and  1482) ) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12052  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

CITIZENS'  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 

Notice  of  Subcommittee  Meeting 

The  Subcommittee  on  Energy  of  the 
Citizens’  Advisory  Committee  on  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality  will  meet  on  June  10, 
1974,  at  9:15  a.m.  in  Room  500,  1700 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  This  replaces  the  meeting  originally 
scheduled  for  May  7,  1974. 

The  Committee  advises  the  President 
and  the  Council  on  Environmental  Qual¬ 
ity  on  matters  pertaining  to  environ¬ 
mental  quality.  The  Subcommittee  on 
Energy  concentrates  on  matters  relating 
to  the  production  and  use  of  energy.  The 
principal  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
consider  various  means  of  conserving 
energy  and  new  sources  of  energy. 

A  limited  number  of  seats — approxi¬ 
mately  10 — will  be  available  to  observers 
from  the  press  and  the  public  on  a  re¬ 
served,  first-come  basis.  Requests  to  at¬ 
tend  the  meeting  must  be  submitted  in 
writing  or  by  telephone  no  later  than 
Thursday,  June  6,  1974,  to  Lawrence  N. 
Stevens,  Executive  Director,  Citizens' 
Advisory  Committee  on  Environmental 
Quality,  1700  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006,  telephone  (202) 
223-3040.  Oral  statements  or  question¬ 
ing  of  Committee  members  or  other  par¬ 
ticipants  by  observers  in  attendance  at 
the  meeting  will  not  be  permitted.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  may  file  written  state¬ 
ments  with  the  Committee  before  or 
after  the  meeting. 


•Appendices  filed  as  part  of  original  docu¬ 
ment. 


Requests  for  Information  should  be 
submitted  to  Lawrence  N.  Stevens  (ad¬ 
dress  given  above). 

Lawrence  N.  Stevens, 
Executive  Director,  Citizens’ 
Advisory  Committee  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality. 

[FR  Doc.74-12015  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 
WATER  SUPPLY  CHARGES 

Pursuant  to  section  2-4.5  of  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  of  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  Basin  Commission,  a  notice 
of  intent  having  been  duly  published  on 
March  8,  1974,  the  Executive  Director 
hereby  finds  and  determines  that  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  regulations  for 
water  supply  charges  would  not  have  a 
significant  environmental  impact  and 
would  not  constitute  a  major  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environmental.  This  determina¬ 
tion  is  based  upon  an  environmental  as¬ 
sessment  dated  February  1974  and  the 
record  of  a  public  hearing  held  March  26, 
1974. 

This  negative  declaration  is  issued 
pursuant  to  Article  4  of  the  Commission's 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  this  17th 
day  of  May,  1974. 

W.  Brinton  Whitall, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11799  FUed  5-23-74; 8; 45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP-210002] 

MIREX 

Request  for  Extension  of  Order  and  for 
Public  Comments 

On  May  1,  1974,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  received  a  re¬ 
quest  from  the  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  for  an  extension  of  EPA’s 
Order  of  March  28,  1973  (38  FR  8615), 
concerning  the  aerial  application  of 
Mirex  to  control  the  Imported  fire  ant 
in  seven  Southern  states. 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
extended  the  provisions  of  the  amended 
Order  for  Spring  1974  spraying  season 
on  March  8,  1974  (39  FR  9231),  since  it 
was  anticipated  that  a  decision  in  the 
Mirex  hearing  would  be  available  before 
Fall  1974.  However,  the  hearing  has  not 
been  concluded,  and  such  a  decision  is 
not  expected  to  be  available  before  per¬ 
mission  to  institute  treatment  this  Fall 
can  be  granted.  Consequently,  USDA  has 
requested  an  extension  of  the  amended 
Order  of  March  28, 1973,  for  only  the  Fall 
1974  spraying  period. 

USDA  has  stated  that  a  minimum  of 
60  days  prior  to  treatment  is  needed  to 
plan  and  implement  the  Fall  portion  of 
the  program.  Bid  Invitations  for  aerial 
applications  and  electronic  guidance 
must  be  issued  and  accepted  in  advance 
of  the  first  treatment  date.  In  addition, 
the  manufacturer  of  the  bait  requires  at 
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least  60  days  to  obtain  the  raw  materials 
and  formulate  the  Mirex  bait.  As  in  pre¬ 
vious  years,  the  main  emphasis  on  the 
imported  fire  ant  program  occurs  In  the 
Fall.  The  Fall  treating  period  is  about 
30  days  longer  than  the  Spring  treating 
period.  In  order  to  implement  the  Fall 
treatments  in  an  orderly  fashion,  USDA 
has  requested  a  decision  by  EPA  by 
July  1. 1974. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  with  reference  to 
USDA’s  request  to  the  Federal  Register 
Section,  Technical  Services  Division 
(WH-569) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Room 
B-l,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Three  copies  of 
the  comments  should  be  submitted  to 
facilitate  the  work  of  the  Agency  and 
others  interested  in  inspecting  the  docu¬ 
ments.  The  comments  must  be  received 
by  June  10,  1974,  and  should  bear  the 
identifying  number  OPP-210002.  All 
written  comments  filed  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register 
Section,  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  21  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA) ,  as  amended  (86  Stat.  996) , 
and  does  not  indicate  a  decision  by  this 
Agency  on  the  request. 

Dated:  May  20, 1974. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74-12019  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  20003] 

CUSTOMER  INTERCONNECTION,  JURIS¬ 
DICTIONAL  SEPARATIONS,  AND  RATE 

STRUCTURE 

Extension  of  Filing  Time 

In  the  matter  of  economic  implications 
and  interrelationships  arising  from  poli¬ 
cies  and  practices  relating  to  customer 
interconnection,  jurisdictional  separa¬ 
tions  and  rate-structure. 

1.  We  have  before  us  for  consideration 
motions  for  extension  of  time  within 
which  to  file  recommendations  as  to  is¬ 
sues  in  the  above-captioned  Notice  of  In¬ 
quiry,  filed  by  The  American  Bankers 
Association  (ABA)  and  the  North  Amer¬ 
ican  Telephone  Association  (NATA)  on 
May  15,  1974.  Basically,  it  is  contended 
that  insufficient  time  has  been  allotted 
to  prepare  a  proper  recommendation  con¬ 
cerning  these  critical  matters  of  extreme 
complexity  since  extensive  preparation, 
coordination,  discussion  and  internal  re¬ 
view  are  demanded  in  such  an  instance. 

2.  The  Commission's  Notice  of  Inquiry, 
released  April  10,  1974,  FCC  74-344,  in 
Docket  No.  20003,  stated  “Our  purpose  in 
instituting  this  inquiry  is  to  obtain  infor¬ 
mation,  views  and  comments  from  all 
interested  persons  that  will  be  useful  not 
only  to  this  Commission  in  discharging 
its  statutory  obligations  under  the  Com¬ 


munications  Act  but  will  also  be  bene¬ 
ficial  to  other  agencies.  Including  the 
State  Utility  Commissions,  in  carrying 
out  their  responsibilities."  We  believe 
that  since  the  recommendations  of  ABA 
and  NATA  may  be  helpful  in  formulat¬ 
ing  the  issues  in  this  proceeding  and 
since  the  time  requested  is  not  unreason¬ 
able,  that  the  instant  motions  should  be 
granted. 

3.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  §  0.303(c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  ft  is  ordered. 
That  the  motions  of  ABA  and  NATA  for 
extension  of  time  are  granted  and  that 
the  time  for  filing  recommendations  in 
Docket  No.  20003  is  extended  until  and 
including  June  17, 1974. 

Adopted:  May  16, 1974. 

Released:  May  17, 1974. 

[seal]  Walter  R.  Hinchman, 
Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.74-12003  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  20043,  20044;  File  Nos. 

BPH  8374,  8475] 

BRETT  F.  EISELE  AND  SANTA  CRUZ  VAL¬ 
LEY  COMMUNICATIONS  SYSTEMS,  INC. 

Applications  for  Construction  Permits; 

Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Brett  F.  Eisele, 
Casa  Grande,  Arizona  requests:  105.5 
MHz;  #288  ;  3  kW,  70  feet;  Santa  Cruz 
Valley  Communications  Systems,  Inc., 
Casa  Grande,  Arizona  requests:  105.5 
MHz;  #288;  3  kW,  175  feet  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief  of 
the  Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  under  del¬ 
egated  authority,  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  captioned  applications  which 
are  mutually  exclusive  in  that  operation 
by  the  applicants  as  proposed  would 
result  in  mutually  destructive  interfer¬ 
ence. 

2.  Analysis  of  the  financial  portion  of 
the  application  of  Santa  Cruz  Valley 
Communications,  Inc.,  indicates  that  it 
will  require  $39,436  to  construct  and 
operate  the  proposed  facility  for  a  period 
of  one  year,  without  revenue,  itemized 


as  follows: 

Equipment  _ $17,136 

Miscellaneous  _  2,  000 

First-year  operating  costs _  20,  300 

Total  _  39, 436 


To  meet  this  requirement,  the  applicant 
relies  upon  existing  capital  of  $21,000 
and  a  bank  loan  for  $20,000.  However, 
the  applicant’s  balance  sheet  of  June  14, 
1973,  shows  only  $14,125  of  liquid  assets 
in  excess  of  current  liabilities.  In  its 
amendment,  the  applicant  indicates  a 
change  in  its  balance  sheet.  However,  no 
new  balance  sheet  has  been  received  to 
date.  Further,  the  applicant’s  bank  loan 
is  unacceptable.  Although  no  loan  repay¬ 
ments  are  due  during  the  first  18  months, 
the  terms  of  repayment  must  still  be 
stated.  Further,  the  loan  requires  the 
personal  guarantee  of  James  B.  Hughes, 
which  has  not  been  received.  Even  if  the 
loan  were  considered  valid,  however,  the 
applicant  would  still  have  only  $34,125 
available  to  meet  the  $39,436  require¬ 


ment.  Accordingly,  a  financial  issue  has 
been  included. 

3.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct  and  operate  as  proposed. 
However,  since  the  proposals  are  mutu¬ 
ally  exclusive,  they  must  be  designated 
for  hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding 
on  the  issues  specified  below. 

4.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That, 
pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 
applications  are  designated  for  hearing 
in  a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  Santa  Cruz  Val¬ 
ley  Communications,  Inc.,  Is  financially  qual¬ 
ified  to  construct  and  operate  Its  proposed 
station. 

2.  To  determine  which  of  the  proposals 
would,  on  a  comparative  basis,  better  serve 
the  public  interest. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues  which,  if  either,  of  the  applications 
should  be  granted. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  respondent  herein, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission 
rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall, 
within  20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this 
Order,  file  with  the  Commission  in  trip¬ 
licate,  a  written  appearance  stating  an 
intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for 
the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  That,  the  ap¬ 
plicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Adopted:  May  14,  1974. 

Released:  May  16, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.74-12004  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  19940,  19941;  File  Nos.  BPCT 
4612,  4673;  FCC  74R-178] 

COMMERCIAL  RADIO  INSTITUTE,  INC., 
AND  WESTERN  PENNSYLVANIA  CHRIS¬ 
TIAN  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Applications  for  Construction  Permit 

In  re  applications  of  Commercial  Radio 
Institute,  Inc.,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania; 
Western  Pennsylvania  Christian  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  for  construction  permit  for  new 
television  broadcast  station,  [39  FR 
7198]. 

1.  This  proceeding  involves  the  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive  applications  of  Commer¬ 
cial  Radio  Institute,  Inc.  (Commercial), 
and  Western  Pennsylvania  Christian 
Broadcasting  Company  (Christian),  for 
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authorization  to  construct  a  new  UHF 
television  broadcast  station  on  Channel 
22  at  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania.1  Now  be¬ 
fore  the  Review  Board  is  a  petition  to  en¬ 
large  issues,  filed  March  12,  1974,  by 
Christian,  requesting  the  addition  of  a 
site  availability  issue  against  Commer¬ 
cial.1 3 

2.  In  support  of  its  request  for  a  site 
availability  issue,  Christian  relies  on  the 
hearsay  affidavit  of  George  R.  Kemp,  Jr., 
its  treasurer  and  a  licensed  civil  engineer. 
In  pertinent  part,  affiant  states  that  he 
wTas  told  by  Mr.  George  C.  Blissman,  Sr., 
owner  of  the  land  specified  by  Commer¬ 
cial  as  its  transmitter  site,  “that  he  never 
made  any  firm  commitment  verbal  or 
written”  regarding  sale  or  lease  of  any  of 
his  property  to  Commercial  or  any  of  its 
agents.5  In  addition,  Mr.  Kemp  claims 
that  his  own  on-site  survey  of  the  land 
specified  in  Commercial’s  application  re¬ 
veals  that  the  land  “may  not  fall  within 
Mr.  Blissman ’s  ownership.”  Based  on  the 
above  information,  Christian  concludes 
that  Commercial  presently  has  no  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  of  the  availability  of 
its  proposed  site,  and  had  no  such  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  as  of  the  date  of  filing 
its  application.  In  opposition,  Commer¬ 
cial  claims  that  it  did  have  reasonable 
assurance  of  the  availability  of  its  site 
at  the  time  it  filed  its  application.  How¬ 
ever,  Commercial  concedes  that  it  has 
subsequently  been  informed  by  Mr.  Bliss¬ 
man  that  the  site  specified  in  its  appli¬ 
cation  is  unavailable,  but  alleges  that 
Mr.  Blissman  has  offered  to  lease  or  sell 
other  property  he  owns.  Nevertheless, 
Commercial  concludes  that  it  “.  .  .  is  in 
the  process  of  locating  a  new  site”  and 
that  “fals  soon  as  one  is  located,  an  ap¬ 
propriate  amendment  will  be  filed.” 

3.  The  Review  Board  is  in  agreement 
with  the  Broadcast  Bureau  that  the  sub¬ 
ject  request  fails  to  comport  with  the 
support  requirement  of  §  1.229<c>  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.  Christian’s  petition 
to  enlarge  is  based  almost  entirely  on 
hearsay  information,  and  therefore, 
standing  alone,  is  clearly  insufficient  to 
support  addition  of  the  requested  issue. 
See  Augusta  Telecasters,  Inc.,  10  FCC  2d 
594,  11  RR  2d  625  (1967) .  However,  not¬ 
withstanding  this  defect,  Commercial 
concedes  that  the  site  specified  in  its  ap¬ 
plication  is  no  longer  available  and  that 
it  is  presently  seeking  a  new  site.  Since 
no  amendment  has  been  filed  and  acted 
upon  by  the  Presiding  Judge,  the  Review- 
Board  will  add  a  site  availability  issue. 
See  B.B.C.  Inc.,  41  FCC  2d  241,  27  RR  2d 
1110  (1973). 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  on  March 


1  This  proceeding  was  designated  for  hear¬ 

ing  by  the  Commission  by  Order,  39  FR  7198, 
published  February  25,  1974. 

3  The  Board  also  has  before  it  for  consider¬ 
ation  the  following  related  pleadings:  (a) 
supplement  to  petition  to  enlarge  Issues,  filed 
March  14.  1974,  by  Christian;  (b)  comments, 
filed  March  27,  1974,  by  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau;  (c)  opposition,  filed  April  8,  1974,  by 
Commercial;  and  (d)  reply  to  opposition  and 
comments,  filed  April  16,  1974,  by  Christian. 

3  In  its  reply,  Christian  suggests  that  Mr. 
Blissman  would  not  submit  his  own  affidavit 

for  fear  of  being  subjected  to  "the  embarrass¬ 
ment  and  harrassment  of  cross-examination.” 


12, 1974,  by  Western  Pennsylvania  Chris¬ 
tian  Broadcasting  Company,  is  granted; 
and 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  to  in¬ 
clude  the  following  issue : 

To  determine  whether  a  transmitter  site 
is  available  to  Commercial  Radio  Institute, 
Inc. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  introduction 
of  evidence  and  burden  of  proof  under 
the  issue  specified  above  shall  be  upon 
Commercial  Radio  Institute,  Inc. 

Adopted:  May  15,  1974. 

Released:  May  17,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

I  seal!  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12002  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  amj 


[Docket  Nos.  19892,  19894;  File  Nos.  BPH 
8240,  8327;  FCC  74R-182] 

GREAT  SOUTHWEST  MEDIA  CORF.  AND 

ARKADELPHIA  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Applications  for  Construction  Permits 

In  re  applications  of  Great  Southwest 
Media  Corporation,  Arkadelphia,  Arkan¬ 
sas:  Arkadelphia  Broadcasting  Company, 
Arkadelphia,  Arkansas,  for  construction 
permits,  138  FR  349061. 

1.  This  proceeding  involves  the  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive  applications  of  Great 
Southwest  Media  Corporation  (South¬ 
west)  and  Arkadelphia  Broadcasting 
Company  (Arkadelphia)  for  construction 
permits  for  a  new  FM  broadcast  station 
in  Arkadelphia,  Arkansas.  The  Chief  of 
the  Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority,  designated  these 
applications  for  comparative  hearing  by 
Order,  Mimeo  No.  12512,  38  FR  34906, 
published  December  20,  1973.’  Before  the 
Review  Board  is  a  motion  to  enlarge  is¬ 
sues,  filed  January  4,  1974,  by  Arkadel¬ 
phia,  seeking  addition  of  ascertainment, 
staff  adequacy,  equipment,  financial,  and 
§  1.65  issues  against  Southwest,  along 
with  “other  issues  which  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  as  determined  by  the  Review 
Board.” 5 


1  The  application  of  Kent  Stephen  Hatfield 
was  also  designated  for  hearing  by  this  Order, 
but  was  subsequently  withdrawn  and,  ac¬ 
cordingly,  dismissed  with  prejudice.  See  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge’s  Order,  FCC  74M- 
112,  released  January  30,  1974. 

3  Also  before  the  Board  are  the  following 
related  pleadings:  (a)  motion  to  dismiss 
motion  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  January  16, 
1974,  by  Southwest;  (b)  Broadcast  Bureau’s 
opposition  to  Southwest's  “motion  to  dis¬ 
miss”,  filed  January  30.  1974;  (c)  Broadcast 
Bureau’s  comments  on  Arkadelphia’s  "mo¬ 
tion  to  enlarge  issues”,  filed  February  1, 
1974;  (d)  reply  to  opposition  [sic]  to  motion 
to  enlarge  Issues,  filed  February  12,  1974,  by 
Arkadelphia.  We  agree  with  the  Bureau  that 
Southwest’s  "motion  to  dismiss”  is  both  un¬ 
authorized  and  unsubstantiated,  and  will 
therefore  deny  that  motion.  However,  since 
neither  the  Bureau  nor  petitioner  objects, 
we  shall  treat  the  matter  contained  therein 
as  a  de  facto  opposition. 


Ascertainment  Issues 

2.  In  support  of  its  request  for  ascer¬ 
tainment  issues,1  Arkadelphia  submits 
affidavits  from  four  of  the  22  individuals 
listed  in  Southwest’s  survey  of  commu¬ 
nity  leaders.  Two  of  these  affiants,  the 
Rev.  A.  William  Terry  and  Curtis  Echols, 
claim  that  they  never  were  contacted  by 
Southwest;  the  others,  Eugene  Phillips 
and  Randall  Mathis,  assert  that  they 
were  contacted  by  mail  but  never  in  per¬ 
son.  In  another  affidavit,  Arkadelphia’s 
vice-president,  John  M.  Riggle,  indicates 
that  he  spoke  with  several  of  the  indi¬ 
viduals  listed  by  Southwest  “in  the  course 
of  normal  day  to  day  activity”,  and 
swears  that  the  four  statements  he  ob¬ 
tained  were  given  voluntarily  and  with¬ 
out  promise  of  compensation.  Petitioner 
declares  that,  in  light  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Primer  on  the  Ascertainment  of 
Community  Problems  by  Broadcast  Ap¬ 
plicants,  27  FCC  2d  650,  21  RR  2d  1507 
(1971) ,  these  affidavits  call  into  question 
both  the  “adequacy  and  accuracy”  of 
Southwest’s  ascertainment  showing. 

3.  In  opposition,  Southwest  contends 
that  its  surveys  were  properly  conducted 
and  that  the  affidavits  submitted  by 
Arkadelphia  “appear  to  have  been 
fraudulently  obtained”.  In  support  of 
these  claims,  Southwest  submits  further 
affidavits  from  Mathis,  who  now  recalls 
a  brief  meeting  with  a  Southwest  princi¬ 
pal,  Wayne  Duncan,  on  July  25,  1972; 4 
Terry,  who  now  recollects  a  telephone 
conversation  with  Duncan  on  July  26  of 
that  year;  and  Echols,  who  says  that  he 
still  does  not  remember  a  contact,  but 
cannot  be  sure.  In  another  affidavit, 
Duncan  himself  swears  that  he  con¬ 
sulted  Mathis  and  Echols  in  person  and 
Terry  by  telephone.  Duncan  also  insists 
that  he  contacted  Phillips  by  mail  only 
after  receiving  the  Commission’s  assur¬ 
ance  that  this  was  permissible,  in  light  of 
the  difficulties  encountered  in  obtaining 
a  personal  interview  with  Phillips.  The 
Broadcast  Bureau  notes  that  the  Primer 
provides  that  an  applicant  may  not  use 
questionnaires  in  lieu  of  personal  con¬ 
sultations  with  community  leaders,  but 
opposes  the  addition  of  an  issue  since, 
in  its  view,  there  was  no  attempt  to  mis¬ 
represent  the  nature  of  the  Phillips  con¬ 
tact.  The  Bureau  also  points  out  that 
only  one  of  the  22  community  leaders 
listed  by  Southwest  is  still  unable  to  re¬ 
call  a  contact,  and  opines  that  this  single 
discrepancy  is  insufficient  to  warrant  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  Board. 

4.  In  reply,  Arkadelphia  asserts  that 
Southwest’s  own  affidavits  indicate  that 
one  of  its  alleged  interviewees  does  not 
remember  being  contacted  and  that  two 
others  (including  Terry,  the  only  black 
leader  consulted)  have  had  to  have  their 
recollections  refreshed  on  the  matter. 
This,  in  Arkadelphia’s  view,  is  proof  that 
the  “cursory  methods”  employed  by 


3  Petitioner  apparently  seeks  the  addition 
of  both  Suburban  and  misrepresentation 
issues. 

•  Mathis  adds  that,  at  his  direction,  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  assistant  spoke  with  Duncan  at 
greater  length  on  the  same  date.  The  assist¬ 
ant,  Bob  Graham,  confirms  this  account  In  a 
separate  statement. 
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Southwest  fail  to  meet  the  standards  of 
the  Primer.5  Moreover,  Arkadelphia  con¬ 
tends,  the  real  test  of  an  applicant’s 
ascertainment  effort  is  its  proposed  pro¬ 
gramming,  and  Southwest  has  proposed 
only  “scant”  programming  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  black  community,  even 
though  this  group  makes  up  a  substan¬ 
tial  part  of  the  population  to  be  served.* 

5.  The  Review  Board  is  of  the  view  that 
Southwest’s  responsive  pleading  and  sup¬ 
porting  affidavits  adequately  controvert 
petitioner’s  contention  that  four  commu¬ 
nity  leader  consultations  listed  by  South¬ 
west  were  not  actually  conducted.  Al¬ 
though  one  of  the  disputed  contacts  is 
still  unable  to  remember  being  inter¬ 
viewed,  this  single  doubt  about  the  com¬ 
plete  accuracy  of  Southwest’s  showing 
is  clearly  not  a  sufficient  basis  upon 
which  to  predicate  either  a  Suburban  or 
misrepresentation  issue.7  See  Lake  Radio, 
Inc.,  42  FCC  2d  737,  28  RR  2d  587  (1973) , 
and  cases  cited  therein.  We  will,  how¬ 
ever,  add  an  issue  as  to  the  adequacy  of 
Southwest’s  ascertainment  efforts  in 
Arkadelphia’s  black  community,  since,  in 
our  opinion,  a  single  contact  with  the 
leadership  of  a  substantial  racial  minor¬ 
ity  cannot  be  characterized  as  an  ade¬ 
quate  sampling  of  that  segment  of  the 
population.  See  Azalea  Corp.,  38  FCC  2d 
95,  25  RR  2d  975  (1972). 

Staff  Adequacy  Issue 

,6.  In  support  of  its  request  for  a  staff¬ 
ing  issue,  Arkadelphia  claims  that  South¬ 
west  proposes  to  broadcast  at  least  12  V2 
hours  of  news  each  week  (about  half 
locally  originated),  along  with  3 y4  hours 
of  public  affairs  programming.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  petitioner  declares,  Southwest  plans 
to:  (a)  write  and  broadcast  1200  spot  an¬ 
nouncements  each  month;  (b)  use  porta¬ 
ble  recorders  for  news  gathering;  (c) 
conduct  man  on  the  street  interviews; 

(d)  employ  mobile  pickup  units  for  re¬ 
mote  coverage  of  important  events;  and 

(e)  hold  weekly  meetings  with  all  staff 
members  present.  However,  according  to 
petitioner.  Southwest’s  application  lists 
only  three  full  time  and  two  part  time 
employees,  and  one  of  these,  Duncan,  is 
already  employed  full  time  with  another 

■In  this  connection,  Arkadelphia  quotes 
the  foUowing  passage  from  the  Report  and 
Order  in  which  the  Commission  adopted  the 
Primer,  supra: 

“•  *  •  The  person-to-person  interview 
with  the  management  of  the  station  is  more 
likely  to  establish  a  contact  with  the  station 
in  the  Interviewee’s  mind.  Thus,  a  commu¬ 
nity  leader  knows  someone  to  call  if  he  be¬ 
lieves  there  are  matters  that  warrant  further 
discussion.” 

•Southwest’s  application  states  that  Clark 
County  (of  which  Arkadelphia  is  the  county 
seat)  has  a  population  of  21,537,  including 
4,803  blacks.  According  to  Southwest,  “this 
means  that  the  black  population  is  approxi¬ 
mately  28%  of  the  county  total”.  Arkadel¬ 
phia  adopts  the  28%  figure  without  com¬ 
ment;  the  actual  percentage,  however,  is 
22.3%. 

7  Similarly,  the  fact  that  two  of  the  con¬ 
tacts  were  not  interviewed  in  person  does  not 
serve  to  disturb  the  overall  validity  of  South- 
west’s  community  leader  survey. 


station.*  Therefore,  Arkadelphia  declares, 
an  issue  should  be  added  to  determine 
whether  Southwest  can  effectuate  its 
proposed  programming  with  such  a  staff.' 

7.  In  opposition,  Southwest  claims  that 
the  use  of  program  automation  equip¬ 
ment  will  free  its  staff  for  other  duties 
such  as  news  and  sales.  It  also  declares 
that  most  of  its  announcements  will  be 
repeated  several  times  and  that  the  num¬ 
ber  1200  in  its  application  refers  only  to 
the  spots  during  which  these  will  be  aired. 
Southwest  further  contends  that  Exhibit 
12  of  its  application  clearly  indicates  that 
the  purchase  of  remote  units  is  contin¬ 
gent  upon  the  future  success  of  the  sta¬ 
tion  and,  finally,  states  that  Dim- 
can’s  association  with  KZRK  will 
cease  immediately  upon  approval  of 
Southwest’s  instant  application.  The 
Broadcast  Bureau  is  of  the  view  that 
Southwest’s  further  explanation  of 
the  nature  of  its  proposed  operation 
obviates  the  need  for  a  staffing  is¬ 
sue.  In  reply,  Arkadelphia  contends  that 
Southwest’s  application  is  silent  as  to 
automation  equipment,  but  does  provide 
for  “portable  recorders,  making  regular 
calls  on  the  telephone,  filing  systems  for 
reference,  as  well  as  local  weather  prep¬ 
aration  materials.”  Accordingly,  peti¬ 
tioner  reiterates,  Southwest  has  failed 
to  show  that  its  staff  can  carry  out  its 
proposal  as  represented  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  an  appropriate  issue  is  war¬ 
ranted. 

8.  The  Review  Board  will  not  add  a 
staff  adequacy  issue.  The  Board  has  fre¬ 
quency  held  that,  unless  an  applicant’s 
plans  are,  on  their  face,  incapable  of  ef¬ 
fectuation,  a  staffing  issue  will  not  be 
specified  in  the  absence  of  specific  allega¬ 
tions  tending  to  demonstrate  that  those 
plans  cannot  be  effectuated.  See  Radio 
Geneva,  Inc.,  42  FCC  2d  254,  27  RR  2d 
1680  (1973),  and  cases  cited  therein.  In 
our  view,  Arkadelphia’s  petition,  consist¬ 
ing  as  it  does  almost  entirely  of  excerpts 
and  paraphrases  of  Southwest’s  applica¬ 
tion,  totally  fails  to  meet  this  standard  of 
specificity.  Hence,  a  staffing  issue  could  be 
added  here  only  if  we  found  Southwest’s 
plans  incapable  of  effectuation  on  their 
face.  But  this  is  not  the  case,  since  only 
a  small  percentage  of  Southwest’s  pro¬ 
posed  programming  is  locally  originated 
and  none  of  it,  as  described,  would  entail 
extraordinary  demands  on  the  staff.10  In 

8  Duncan  Is  listed  as  full  time  general  man¬ 
ager  and  chief  engineer  of  Southwest’s  pro¬ 
posed  station.  According  to  petitioner,  a  re¬ 
newal  application  filed  in  March,  1973,  by 
Ozark  Broadcasting  Co.,  licensee  of  KZRK, 
Ozark,  Arkansas,  lists  Duncan  as  its  full  time 
manager-engineer.  Duncan’s  presence  or  ab¬ 
sence  at  either  facility,  petitioner  charges, 
will  materially  affect  the  ability  of  South¬ 
west  and/or  Ozark  to  carry  out  their  repre¬ 
sentations  to  the  Commission. 

•Petitioner  cites  WHCN,  Inc.,  25  FCC  2d 
673,  19  RR  2d  1017  (1970)  as  precedent  for 
such  an  inquiry. 

“In  Regal  Broadcasting  Corp.,  FCC  68R- 
386,  14  RR  2d  287,  the  Board  added  a  staffing 
issue  where  an  applicant  proposed  to  operate 
126  hours  per  week  with  a  staff  of  five.  The 
Board  refused  to  accept  the  applicant’s 
claim,  inter  alia,  that  automatic  broadcast- 


this  connection  (and  In  connection,  also, 
with  petitioner’s  requests  for  equipment 
and  financial  issues)  we  are  of  the  view 
that  the  portions  of  Southwest’s  Exhibit 
12  referred  to  by  petitioner,  albeit  some¬ 
what  ambiguous,  deal  with  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  plans  for  the  future  and  not  with 
its  immediate  proposal  and  should,  there¬ 
fore,  be  regarded  as  harmless  “puffing”.11 

Equipment  Issue 

9.  Arkadelphia  next  requests  an  issue 
relating  to  Southwest’s  proposed  equip¬ 
ment.  Petitioner  contends  that  its  rival 
plans  to  construct  its  station  by  relying 
on  an  equipment  package  from  Sparta 
Electronics  Corporation,  an  “on  hand” 
four  bay  FM  antenna  valued  at  $850.00, 
and  a  tower  and  lights  to  be  purchased 
for  $213.00.  In  addition,  Arkadelphia 
claims,  Southwest  proposes:  (a)  remote 
man  on  the  street  interviews;  (b)  remote 
pickup  units  for  all  staff  members;  (c)  a 
radar  weather  unit;  (d)  portable  record¬ 
ers  for  gathering  local  news;  and  (e)  a 
telephone  loop  or  loops  for  church  broad¬ 
casts.  Petitioner  asserts  that  there  has 
been  no  showing  by  Southwest  advising 
the  Commission  of  the  availability  of  the 
foregoing  items. 

10.  In  opposition,  Southwest  agrees 
that  it  will  use  the  Sparta  package,  an 
antenna  purchased  in  1972  “for  future 
use  or  possible  resale”  and  a  tower  and 
lights  available  for  $213.00  in  construct¬ 
ing  its  station.  However,  Southwest  con¬ 
tinues,  it  will  not  use  telephone  loops  for 
religious  broadcasts;  rather,  it  will  pre¬ 
tape  these  programs,  either  at  its  studio 
or  at  the  various  church  offices.  South¬ 
west  also  reiterates  that  it  has  no  im¬ 
mediate  plans  for  the  use  of  remote  units 
or  radar  weather  apparatus. 

11.  The  Broadcast  Bureau  supports  the 
addition  of  an  equipment  issue  “absent  a 
satisfactory  explanation”  from  South¬ 
west.  “Undeniably”,  the  Bureau  contends, 
Southwest’s  application  proposes  exten¬ 
sive  use  of  remote  units  and  a  weather 
unit,  yet  makes  no  provision  for  obtain¬ 
ing  this  equipment.  The  Bureau  also 
questions  whether  Southwest  can  reason¬ 
ably  expect  to  buy  a  tower  and  lights  for 
$213.00.  In  reply,  Arkadelphia  challenges 
Southwest’s  statement  that  it  purchased 
an  antenna  for  use  or  “possible  resale”. 

ing  equipment  would  reduce  the  need  for 
staff.  There,  however,  the  applicant  proposed 
to  devote  35%  of  its  weekly  schedule  to 
“complex  and  unusual”  local  pro-Tramming. 
In  addition,  petitioner’s  showing  In  Regal 
did  contain  specific  allegations  of  the  type 
not  found  here. 

11  The  exhibit  states,  In  pertinent  part : 

"This  applicant  has  many  ideas  on  various 
ways  to  continually  provide  more  services  to 
the  public.  Most  naturally,  are  dependent  or 
financial  ability.  It  Is  planned  to  provide 
mobile  remote  pickup  units  for  all  staff  mem¬ 
bers  to  more  effectively  provide  coverage  of 
Important  events.  This  applicant  also  plans 
the  Installation  of  a  radar  weather  unit  to 
provide  Incomparable  weather  coverage.  The 
proposed  station’s  manager-engineer  is  at  this 
time  preparing  for  the  radar  endorsement 
for  his  first  phone  license  and  working  with 
the  Environmental  Science  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  for  weather  training  pertaining  to 
the  use  of  weather  radar.” 
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Arkadelphia  also  claims  that  Southwest 
has  contradicted  itself  with  respect  to  the 
remote  units,  weather  unit  and  telephone 
loops,  and  argues  that  its  "ambitious 
plans”  must  therefore  be  tested  under  an 
appropriate  issue. 

12.  The  Board  will  not  add  an  equip¬ 
ment  issue.  We  find  no  inherent  defects 
in  Southwest’s  technical  proposal, “  and 
petitioner  has  submitted  nothing  to  show 
that  the  items  listed  therein  are  un¬ 
available.  Rather,  it  has  again  chosen  to 
rely  almost  exclusively  on  material  culled 
from  Southwest’s  application — and  in  at 
least  two  respects  here,  it  has  actually 
misstated  its  rival’s  intentions;  e.g.,  con¬ 
trary  to  petitioner’s  claims,  Southwest’s 
application  does  not  propose  remote  man 
on  the  street  interviews,  nor  does  it  men¬ 
tion  telephone  loops.  Accordingly,  we  find 
this  portion  of  Arkadelphia’s  petition  to 
be  entirely  without  merit. 

Financial  Issue 

13.  Arkadelphia  also  requests  an  in¬ 
quiry  into  its  opponent’s  finances.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  petitioner,  Southwest  claims 
to  have  $37,440.80  in  cash,  loans,  and 
deferred  credit  available  to  meet  first 
year  costs  estimated  at  $36,722.36,  there¬ 
by  leaving  a  surplus  of  $718.44.  However, 
petitioner  declares,  one  of  the  loans 
relied  upon  by  Southwest,  a  $10,000  loan 
to  Duncan  and  another  Southwest  prin¬ 
cipal  from  the  Citizens  National  Bank 
of  Arkadelphia,  has  already  matured,  and 
no  amendment  has  been  filed  explaining 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  trans¬ 
action.  Hence,  Arkdelphia  concludes, 
there  is  a  question  as  to  the  availability 
of  these  funds.u  Arkadelphia  also  chal¬ 
lenges  Southwest’s  cost  estimates  for  le¬ 
gal  and  engineering  fees  ($320.00  and 
$840.00  respectively)  and  for  UPI  Audio 
News  Service  ($50.00  per  month).  Peti¬ 
tioner  submits  an  affidavit  from  its  pres¬ 
ident,  William  F.  Deaton,  listing  its  out 
of  pocket  expenses  for  professional  and 
related  fees  at  $1,700.40  to  date:  in  addi¬ 
tion,  it  attaches  a  second  Deaton  affidavit 
and  a  letter  from  UPI  quoting  a  figure 
of  $55.00  per  week  for  news  service. 
Finally,  petitioner  again  notes  South¬ 
west’s  mention,  in  its  Exhibit  12,  of  re¬ 
mote  pickup  units  and  radar  weather 
apparatus.  This  time,  petitioner  com¬ 
plains  that  Southwest’s  budget  makes  no 
provision  for  the  purchase  of  such  equip¬ 
ment. 

14.  In  opposition.  Southwest  asserts 
that,  according  to  a  letter  from  Citizens 
Bank  submitted  with  its  original  applica¬ 
tion,  the  $10,000  loan  in  question  “has 
been  granted  with  the  understanding 


Vi  Petitioner's  reliance  on  Kittyhawk  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp.,  8  PCC  2d  839,  10  RR  2d  628 
(1967)  is  misplaced;  Issues  were  added  there 
because  an  applicant’s  technical  proposal  did 
not  include  several  items  deemed  essential  to 
the  operation  of  a  station. 

“  Arkadelphia  also  requests  the  Board  to 
"see  also"  the  financial  commitments  and 
corporate  balance  sheet  submitted  with  the 
renewal  application  of  KZRK.  But  since  that 
application  is  not  before  us,  and  since  peti¬ 
tioner  has  in  no  way  demonstrated  the  rele¬ 
vance  of  this  data  to  the  instant  proceeding, 
this  request  will  be  disregarded. 


that  the  note  will  be  renewed  on  maturity 
for  an  additional  period  of  time  being 
five  years.”  Southwest  also  declares  that 
“all  equipment  to  be  purchased  and  used 
initially  *  *  *  is  accounted  for  in  its  ap¬ 
plication”,  and  defends  its  estimates  for 
legal  and  engineering  services  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  never  informed  prior 
to  designation  that  its  application  was 
inadequate  in  this  respect,  even  though 
both  Arkadelphia  and  Hatfield  (see  note 
1,  supra)  were  so  notified.  Southwest  con¬ 
cedes,  though,  that  its  estimate  for  news 
service  was  “totally  incorrect”,  and  states 
that  it  will  “ask  to  amend  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  show  the  correct  figures  and  its 
ability  to  meet  those  needs.” 

15.  The  Broadcast  Bureau  supports 
the  addition  of  issues.  In  its  view,  “there 
is  no  denying”  that  the  $10,000  loan  com¬ 
mitment  from  Citizens  Bank  has  expired, 
and  that  Southwest  is  financially  un¬ 
qualified  if  this  loan  is  not  available.  The 
Bureau  also  urges  that,  in  view  of  the 
minimal  cushion  available  to  Southwest, 
some  explanation  of  its  cost  estimates  for 
equipment,  news  service,  and  legal  and 
engineering  expenses  is  appropriate.  In 
reply  Arkadelphia  submits  a  letter  from 
a  Clarksville,  Arkansas,  attorney  which, 
it  states,  reflects  a  record  search  as  of 
January  4,  1974,  in  the  Ozark  District 
of  Franklin  County,  Arkansas.14  Accord¬ 
ing  to  Arkadelphia,  this  search  revealed 
numerous  liabilities  which  were  not  dis¬ 
closed  in  Southwest’s  application.  This 
discovery,  in  petitioner’s  view,  lends  fur¬ 
ther  support  to  its  request  for  financial 
and  Rule  1.65  issues.  (See  paras.  17-19, 
infra.) 

16.  The  Board  will  add  a  limited  issue 
to  determine  the  financial  qualifications 
of  Southwest.  In  our  view,  there  is  a  sub¬ 
stantial  question  as  to  the  availability  of 
the  $10,000  loan  from  the  Citizens  Na¬ 
tional  Bank.  Although  the  bank  letter 
cited  by  Southwest  does  state  that  “the 
note  will  be  renewed  on  maturity”,  we 
have  no  assurance  that  this  has  m  fact 
occurred;  nor  have  we  been  made  aware 
of  the  interest  on  the  current  note,  if  one 
exists.  Moreover,  there  is  nothing  in 
Southwest’s  application  to  indicate  the 
terms  of  repayment  or  the  security  re¬ 
quired  for  this  loan.  See  Jackson  Mis¬ 
souri  Broadcasting  Company,  FCC  68- 
1015,  14  RR  2d  445.  Southwest’s  ability 
to  construct  and  operate  its  station  for 
one  year  is  also  suspect  since  its  applica¬ 
tion  has  not  yet  been  amended  in  order 
to  correct  the  $2,260.00  deficiency  in  its 
estimate  for  news  service — a  deficiency 
which,  by  itself,  would  more  than  wipe 
out  Southwest’s  $718.44  cushion.^  Finally, 
we  agree  with  the  Bureau  that  in  view  of 
the  minimal  cushion  apparently  avail¬ 
able  to  Southwest,  inquiry  into  the 
reasonableness  of  its  very  modest  esti- 


14  Petitioner  alleges  that  all  three  of  South¬ 
west’s  principals  reside  in  this  district. 

We  will  disregard  the  additional  data  as 
to  financial  matters  contained  In  Arkadel¬ 
phia 's  reply.  A  petitioner  is  not  permitted  to 
cure  an  otherwise  defective  petition  where 
information  contained  in  its  reply  was  readily 
available  and  could  have  been  included  in 
the  original  petition  to  enlarge  Issues. 


mates  for  legal  and  engineering  costs  is 
warranted. 

Section  1.65  Issues 

17.  In  support  of  Its  first  request  for  a 
§  1.65  issue  Arkandelphia  declares  that, 
in  section  n,  page  5,  paragraph  19(b)  of 
its  original  FCC  Form  301,  filed  in  Janu¬ 
ary,  1973,  Southwest  stated  that  no  party 
to  its  application  had  any  connection 
with  any  other  application  pending  be¬ 
fore  the  Commission.  Subsequently,  on 
March  5, 1973,  Arkadelphia  states,  an  ap¬ 
plication  was  filed  for  renewal  of  the 
license  of  Station  KZRK  in  Ozark,  Ar¬ 
kansas,"  but  Southwest  never  amended 
its  application  to  indicate  the  pendency 
of  this  matter.  Arkadelphia  also  requests 
an  issue  based  on  Southwest’s  alleged 
failure  to  fully  advise  the  Commission  of 
its  business  and  financial  interests.  Peti¬ 
tioner  submits  another  affidavit  from  its 
president,  Deaton,  who  claims  to  have 
read  in  a  local  newspaper  that  Wayne 
Duncan  and  another  Southwest  princi¬ 
pal  appeared  before  the  city  council  of 
Gurdon,  Arkansas,  as  representatives  of 
Gurdon  Video  Cable  Corp.,  a  subsidiary 
of  Southwest,  with  a  proposal  to  bring  a 
CATV  system  to  that  community.17 
Petitioner  contends  that  section  II,  table 
II  of  Southwest’s  application  makes  no 
mention  of  any  such  subsidiary  corpora¬ 
tions  or  CATV  interests. 

18.  In  opposition,  Southwest  contends 
that  petitioner  has  confused  it  with 
Ozark  Broadcasting  Company,  the  li¬ 
censee  of  KZRK,  and  states  that  the  only 
connection  between  the  two  companies 
is  that  Leo  Wiederkehr,  a  Southwest 
principal,  also  owns  stock  in  Ozark. 
Southwest  also  claims  that  it  has  no 
subsidiary  corporations  or  CATV  inter¬ 
ests  at  this  time,  but  concedes  that  it 
has  a  tentative  CATV  proposal  before 
the  Gurdon  city  council.  In  this  connec¬ 
tion,  Southwest  points  out  that  its  ar¬ 
ticles  of  incorporation  permit  it  to  en¬ 
gage  in  CATV  activities,  and  promises 
to  keep  the  Commission  informed  of  all 
its  business  interests  as  they  materialize. 

19.  The  Review  Board  will  not  add  a 
5  1.65  issue.  It  is  clear  that  Southwest’s 
failure  to  notify  the  Commission  of  the 
pendency  of  KZRK’s  renewal  applica¬ 
tion  was  not  motivated  by  a  desire  to 
conceal  the  facts,  since  Southwest  had 
already  fully  disclosed  Wiederkehr’s  in¬ 
terest  in  Ozark.  Moreover,  it  does  not 
appear,  and  Arkadelphia  has  not  shown, 
that  the  status  of  KZRK's  renewal  appli¬ 
cation  is  a  matter  of  decisional  signifi¬ 
cance  in  this  proceeding.  We  also  agree 
with  the  Bureau  that  Arkadelphia’s 
hearsay  showing  on  the  CATV  matter 
would  not  warrant  the  addition  of  an 
issue.  And,  in  any  event,  Southwest’s  ad¬ 
mission  that  it  has  a  CATV  proposal  be¬ 
fore  the  Gurdon  city  council  does  not 
constitute  evidence  of  a  business  interest 
subject  to  the  Commission’s  reporting 
requirements,  since  no  franchise  has 
been  awarded  and  no  financial  commit¬ 
ment  has  been  made. 


“  See  also  notes  8  and  13,  supra. 

17  Copies  of  the  pertinent  newspaper  dip¬ 
pings  are  also  attached. 
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20.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
motion  to  dismiss  motion  to  enlarge  is¬ 
sues,  filed  January  16,  1974,  by  Great 
Southwest  Media  Corporation,  is  denied, 
and 

21.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  mo¬ 
tion  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  January  4, 
1974,  by  Arkadelphia  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  is  granted  to  the  extent  indicated 
herein,  and  is  denied  in  all  other  re¬ 
spects  ;  and 

22.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  to 
include  the  following  issues: 

To  determine,  with  respect  to  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  Great  Southwest  Media  Corpora¬ 
tion: 

(a)  the  efforts  made  by  the  applicant  to 
ascertain  the  problems  of  the  black  com¬ 
munity  in  the  area  to  be  served,  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  applicant  proposes 
to  meet  these  problems;  and 

(b)  the  availability  of  the  alleged  $10,000 
loan  to  its  principals,  the  reasonableness  of 
its  cost  estimates  for  news  service  and  for 
legal  and  engineering  expenses;  the  suffi¬ 
ciency  of  its  funds  in  light  thereof;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  evidence  adduced, 
the  applicant  is  financially  qualified;  and 

To  determine,  in  view  of  the  foregoing, 
whether  Great  Southwest  Media  Corporation 
has  the  requisite  qualifications  to  be  a  Com¬ 
mission  licensee. 

23.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  introduction 
of  evidence  and  the  burden  of  proof  with 
respect  to  the  issues  specified  herein 
shall  be  on  Great  Southwest  Media 
Corporation. 

Adopted:  May  16, 1974. 

Released:  May  21, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[  seal  ]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74—12007  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  19882-19685;  File  Nos.  BP  19402, 
etc.;  FCC  74R-175] 

JIMMIE  H.  HOWELL,  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  Construction  Permits 

In  re  applications  of  Jimmie  H. 
Howell,  Milton,  Florida,  Docket  No. 
19882,  File  No.  BP-19402;  H.  Byrd 
Mapoles,  tr/as  Mapoles  Broadcasting 
Company,  Milton,  Florida,  Docket  No. 
19883,  File  No.  BP-19403:  Aaron  J.  Wells, 
Milton,  Florida,  Docket  No.  19884,  File 
No.  BP-19430;  Radio  Santa  Rosa,  Inc., 
Milton,  Florida,  Docket  No.  19885,  File 
No.  BP-19431,  for  construction  permits 
[39  FR  123791. 

1.  This  proceeding  involves  the  mutu¬ 
ally  exclusive  applications  of  Jimmie  H. 
Howell  (Howell) ,  H.  Byrd  Mapoles, 
tr/as  Mapoles  Broadcasting  Company 
(Mapoles),  Aaron  J.  Wells  (Wells)  and 
Radio  Santa  Rosa,  Inc.  (Santa  Rosa)  for 
authority  to  construct  a  new  standard 
broadcast  facility  at  Milton,  Florida.  By 
Order,  44  FCC  2d  43,  released  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1973,  the  Commission  designated 
these  applications  for  consolidated  hear¬ 
ing  on  various  issues.  By  Memorandum 


Opinion  and  Order,  46  FCC  2d  50,  29  RR 
2d  1317,  released  March  28, 1974,  the  Re¬ 
view  Board  specified  a  Suburban  issue 
against  Santa  Rosa.  Now  before  the  Re¬ 
view  Board  is  a  petition  to  enlarge  issues, 
filed  December  26,  1973,  by  Mapoles,1 
seeking  abuse  of  process  and  public  file 
issues  against  Howell,  specialized  pro¬ 
gramming  and  public  file  issues  against 
Wells,  and  Suburban  and  character  is¬ 
sues  against  Santa  Rosa.3 

Issues  Requested  Against  Howell 

2.  Abuse  of  process  issue.  Predicated 
upon  an  affidavit  of  communications 
counsel  for  Howell  in  a  prior  Commis¬ 
sion  proceeding,  Mapoles  alleges,  in  es¬ 
sence,  that  Howell  abused  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  processes  by  obtaining  reimburse¬ 
ment  from  a  competing  applicant  for 
sums  which  he  never  expended  or  in¬ 
tended  to  expend.  Specifically,  affiant 
states:  (a)  that  between  May  8  and 
June  12, 1967,  he  performed  legal  services 
for  Howell  in  connection  with  an  appli¬ 
cation  then  before  the  Commission;  (b) 
that  on  Howell’s  behalf,  he  negotiated  a 
settlement  agreement  with  counsel  for 
West  Florida  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 
(West  Florida) ,  the  competing  applicant, 
which  was  filed  with  the  Commission  for 
its  approval,  and  which  was,  in  fact,  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commission  on  August  9, 
1967;  (c)  that  under  the  terms  of  the 
agreement,  Howell  was  paid  $1,769.13  by 
West  Florida  as  reimbursement  for 
Howell’s  expenditures  in  prosecuting  its 
application  and  that  fees  for  legal  serv¬ 
ices  in  Howell’s  behalf  constituted  $575 
of  Howell’s  expenditures;  (d)  that 
affiant’s  statement  of  legal  fees,  in  the 
amount  of  $575,  was  attached  to  the 
joint  request  for  approval  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  as  proof  of  expenses  in¬ 
curred  by  Howell;  and  (e)  that  although 
Howell  received  full  reimbursement 
under  the  terms  of  the  agreement,  he 
never  paid  any  portion  of  the  fees  owing 
to  affiant,  did  not  respond  to  requests 
for  payment,  and  successfully  defended 
against  suit  for  payment  of  fees  on  the 


1  Also  before  the  Board  are  the  following 
related  pleadings:  (a)  opposition,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1974,  by  Santa  Rosa;  (b)  the  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau’s  comments,  filed  on  January  25, 
1974;  (c)  opposition,  filed  January  25,  1974, 
by  Howell;  (d)  opposition,  filed  January  25, 
1974.  by  Wells;  and  (e)  reply,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1974,  by  Mapoles. 

1  With  respect  to  the  requested  Suburban 
Issue,  we  note  that  petitioner  alleges:  (a) 
that  Santa  Rosa  used  interviews  of  members 
of  the  general  public  as  community  leader 
survey  interviews;  (b)  that  these  contacts 
were  not  conducted  on  behalf  of  or  under 
the  supervision  of  Santa  Rosa  principals;  and 

(c)  that  the  person  conducting  the  survey 
was  directed  by  Santa  Rosa  principals  not  to 
disclose  her  identity.  These  matters  may  be 
explored  under  the  existing  Suburban  issue. 
See  our  March  28,  1974,  Memorandum  Opin¬ 
ion  and  Order,  supra.  The  allegations  under¬ 
lying  the  requested  character  issue  against 
Santa  Rosa  have  been  adequately  disposed  of 
in  the  aforementioned  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order.  The  only  new  matter  now  raised 
by  Mapoles  is  based  entirely  on  hearsay;  as 
such,  it  cannot  support  enlargement  of  the 
issues.  See  §  1.229(c)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 


grounds  that  the  Florida  statute  of  limi¬ 
tations  had  expired.  Mapoles  argues  that 
Howell’s  assertion  of  the  statute  of  limi¬ 
tations  demonstrates  the  deliberateness 
of  his  deceit  and  abuse. 

3.  In  opposition,  Howell  submits  an 
affidavit  which  states  that  counsel  “was 
never  paid  because  he  didn’t  do  what  he 
was  employed  to  do.”  Howell  argues  that 
this  is  a  private  matter  between  an  at¬ 
torney  and  his  client  and  cannot  be  the 
basis  of  an  abuse  of  process  issue.  The 
Bureau  opposes  addition  of  the  issue  on 
the  grounds  that  Mapoles  has  not  sup¬ 
ported  its  contention  that  Howell  re¬ 
quested  reimbursement  from  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  sums  which  it  never  intended 
to  expend. 

4.  Initially,  the  Review  Board  notes 
that  abuse  of  process  “involves  questions 
of  serious  misuse  of  Commission  proce¬ 
dures.”3  In  the  instant  case,  the  proce¬ 
dure  of  a  joint  filing  by  Howell  and  West 
Florida  for  approval  of  the  settlement 
agreement  appears  to  have  been  proper 
in  itself  and  approval  of  the  agreement 
was  appropriate.  Accordingly,  we  are  of 
the  view  that  an  abuse  of  process  issue 
is  not  warranted.  However,  the  Review 
Board  does  believe  that  petitioner’s  al¬ 
legations  raise  serious  questions  as  to 
Howell’s  character  as  a  potential  Com¬ 
mission  licensee.  Section  311(c)(3)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  bars  applicants  from  obtain¬ 
ing  payment,  for  reimbursement,  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  amount  determined  by  the 
Commission  to  have  been  legitimately 
and  prudently  expended  (or  to  be  ex¬ 
pended)  in  connection  with  preparing, 
filing,  and  advocating  the  granting  of 
its  application.  See  also  §  1.525  of  the 
rules.  Cf.  Robert  J.  Martin,  FCC  65R- 
77,  4  RR  2d  647  (1965).  In  view  of 
counsel’s  affidavit  and  Howell’s  sworn 
admission  that  counsel  was  not  paid,4 
serious  questions  exist  concerning  the  le¬ 
gitimacy  of  the  claim  for  reimbursement 
of  legal  fees  by  Howell  at  the  time  of 
approval  of  the  agreement,  and  concern¬ 
ing  his  subsequent  conduct  which  ap¬ 
parently  resulted  in  payment  to  him  of 
more  than  his  “out  of  pocket”  expendi¬ 
tures.  Accordingly,  an  appropriate  issue 
to  explore  the  facts  and  circumstances 
surrounding  this  matter  will  be  added. 

5.  Public  inspection  file  issue.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  its  request  for  a  Rule  1.526/ 


3  Tung  Broadcasting  Co.,  FCC  72R-62,  23 
RR  2d  1185,  1189.  See,  e.g.,  Wayne  County 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  26  FCC  2d  52  (1970); 
Southern  Broadcasting  Co.  (WGHP-TV),  31 
FCC  2d  790,  21  RR  2d  868  (1971);  SENCI)  and 
Broadcasting  Systems,  Inc.,  28  FCC  2d  74,  21 
RR  2d  546  (1971). 

4  Howell’s  contention  that  we  should  not 
assert  jurisdiction  because  this  matter  is  a 
private  one  lacks  merit.  It  is  well  estab¬ 
lished  that  merely  because  an  applicant's 
actions  may  also  be  pertinent  to  private  liti¬ 
gation,  the  Commission  is  not  precluded 
from  exploring  the  allegations  in  a  Com¬ 
mission  proceeding.  Cf  Syracuse  Television, 
Inc.,  5  FCC  2d  401,  8  RR  2d  939  (1966), 
review  denied,  FCC  66-1170,  December  21, 
1966.  In  this  regard,  we  note  that  the  issue 
being  added  herein  does  not  encompass  the 
question  of  counsel’s  right  to  his  fee. 
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1.580 3  issue  against  Howell,  petitioner 
submits  two  affidavits.  The  first  is  that 
of  Byrd  Mapoles,  who  avers  that  on  or 
about  September  15,  1973,  he  went  to 
Howell’s  specified  public  file  location 
during  normal  business  hours  and  asked 
to  see  Howell’s  application.  Affiant  states 
that  he  was  told  by  Evelyn  Tyre  “that 
there  were  no  such  papers  or  anything 
belonging  to  Howell  at  that  place  of  busi¬ 
ness.”  Petitioner's  second  affidavit  is 
that  of  Jerry  Frizzell.  Frizzell  similarly 
avers  that  he  visited  to  same  location 
and  was  told  by  Tyre,  after  requesting 
to  see  Howell’s  application,  that  there 
were  no  such  papers  at  that  place  of 
business.  The  Bureau  supports  addition 
of  the  issue. 

6.  In  opposition,  Howell  submits  three 
affidavits.  The  first  is  that  of  Frizzell, 
who  avers  that  he  never  asked  Evelyn 
Tyre  to  let  him  see  Howell’s  application. 
Respondent’s  second  affidavit,  that  of 
Evelyn  Tyre,  indicates  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  has  remained  at  the  designated 
location  and  that  no  one,  including  Friz¬ 
zell  or  Mapoles,  has  ever  requested  to 
inspect  Howell’s  application.  Howell’s 
last  affidavit  is  that  of  Evelyn  Tyre’s 
daughter.  She  states  that  Frizzell  asked 
her  to  show  him  the  WEBY  papers 8  and 
that  she  replied  that  Howell  was  out  of 
the  store  and  would  return  in  ten  min¬ 
utes  if  he  cared  to  wait  or  that  her 
mother  (Evelyn  Tyre)  could  help  him. 
In  response,  affiant  continues,  Frizzell 
turned  abruptly  and  left  the  establish¬ 
ment.  Howell  charges  that  the  above 
demonstrates  a  clear  misrepresentation 
to  the  Commission  on  Mapoles’  part  and 
suggests  that  a  misrepresentation  issue 
be  specified  against  Mapoles.7  In  reply, 
Mapoles  attaches  the  affidavit  of  Frizzell 
who  reaffirms  that  he  asked  to  see  the 
Howell  application,  but  that  he  mis¬ 
takenly  assumed  that  the  woman  to 
whom  he  had  spoken  regarding  this  mat¬ 
ter  was  Evelyn  Tyre,  when  in  fact  it  was 
her  daughter. 

7.  The  Review  Board  will  add  an  issue 
against  Howell.  However,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  petitioner's  allegations  prin- 

‘  Rule  1.526  requires  that  all  applicants 
for  new  broadcast  facilities  must  maintain 
a  local  file  containing  the  application  and 
all  related  material  for  public  Inspection. 
Rule  1.580  requires  that  an  applicant  pub¬ 
lish  a  local  notice  indicating  that  an  appli¬ 
cation  Is  on  file  with  the  Commission.  The 
latter  rule  also  requires  that  the  notice  state 
a  local  address  where  the  application  and 
related  material  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection. 

6  The  applicants  In  this  proceeding  are 
seeking  to  replace  the  deleted  facilities  of 
former  Station  WEBY,  Milton,  Florida.  See 
Milton  Broadcasting  Company,  34  FOC  2d 
1036,  24  RR  2d  369  (1972),  affirmed,  sub.  nom. 
Mapoles  v.  FCC,  Case  No.  72-1583,  D.C.  Clr., 
January  31,  1973. 

T  Howell’s  request  for  a  misrepresentation 
Issue  against  Mapoles  will  be  denied.  It  la 
well  established  that  requests  for  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  Issues  must  be  made  In  original 
pleadings.  See  Saul  M.  Miller,  FOC  63R-122, 
24  RR  550  (1962). 


cipafiy  involve  the  maintenance  of  a 
public  file,  it  would  appear  that  the  is¬ 
sue  should  be  framed  solely  in  terms  of 
Howell’s  compliance  with  Rule  1.526 
rather  than  Rule  1.580.  See  note  5,  supra. 
Although  Frizzell’s  statements  are  clari¬ 
fied  by  the  affidavit  submitted  with  the 
reply  pleading,  Byrd  Mapoles’  sworn 
statement  that  he  was  told  by  Evelyn 
Tyre  that  Howell’s  application  was  not 
at  the  designated  depository  directly 
conflicts  with  the  information  contained 
in  Tyre’s  affidavit.  The  disputed  facts 
cannot  be  resolved  on  the  basis  of  the 
pleadings.  Accordingly,  we  are  of  the 
view  that  an  appropriate  issue  is  re¬ 
quired.  Cf.  Home  Service  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  23  FCC  2d  914,  924,  19  RR 
2d  315,  327  (1970). 

Issues  Requested  Against  Wells 

8.  Specialized  programming  issue. 
Mapoles  requests  addition  of  an  issue  to 
determine  the  significant  differences  be¬ 
tween  the  programming  praposed  by 
Wells  and  that  proposed  by  the  other  ap¬ 
plicants  in  this  proceeding.  In  support 
thereof,  petitioner  points  out  that  Wells 
indicates  in  his  application  both  that  he 
intends  to  broadcast  95  percent  gospel 
music  and  5  percent  other  types  of  pro¬ 
gramming,  and  that  "ft] here  is  a  need 
for  a  gospel  and  similar  religious  music 
format  which  is  not  being  provided  in 
this  area  by  other  stations.”  *  In  contrast 
to  this  allegedly  specialized  format,  peti¬ 
tioner  discloses  that  Howell,  Santa  Rosa 
and  Mapoles  propose  the  following  re¬ 
spective  formats:  (a)  50  percent  middle 
of  the  road  and  50  percent  country  and 
western  music;  (b)  40  percent  middle  of 
the  road  and  5  percent  to  10  percent 
country  and  western  music;  and  (c)  20 
percent  middle  of  the  road,  40  percent 
country  and  western,  20  percent  gospel 
and  20  percent  rock  music.  Petitioner  de¬ 
clares  that  the  formats  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  competing  applicants  appeal  to  a 
wider  spectrum  of  the  population  of  the 
proposed  service  area  than  does  the  Wells 
format.  Petitioner  also  requests  that  the 
issue  be  directed  to  a  determination  of 
whether  Wells’  proposed  specialized  pro¬ 
gramming  is  responsive  to  the  needs  of 
the  community,  rather  than  to  a  full 
programming  comparison.  The  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau  supports  addition  of  the  is¬ 
sue,  citing  Harvit  Broadcasting  Corp.,  18 
FCC  2d  508,  16  RR  2d  749  (1969),  but 
argues  that  a  full  programming  compari¬ 
son  is  warranted. 

9.  In  opposition,  Wells  contends  that  a 
comparative  programming  issue  requires 
a  two-part  showing*  and  that  Mapoles 
has  failed  to  address  the  second  half  of 
the  test,  l.e.,  that  its  claimed  superiority 


•  Paragraph  18,  Section  IV-A  of  Wells’  ap¬ 
plication.  Petitioner  asserts  that  none  of  the 
community  leaders  or  members  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  interviewed  by  Wells  stated  that 
there  was  a  need  for  gospel  music  in  the  area. 

•Wells'  contention  is  based  on  Chapman 
Radio  and  Television  Co.,  7  FCC  2d  213,  9  RR 
2d  636  (1967). 


of  programming  is  related  to  community 
needs.  In  addition.  Wells  argues  that 
Mapoles  has  confused  Wells’  musical  for¬ 
mat  with  his  programming  proposal  and 
that  the  musical  format  is  not  relevant 
to  a  comparative  programming  issue. 
Wells  contends  that  the  fact  that  none  of 
the  persons  interviewed  stated  that  there 
is  a  need  for  gospel  music  is  irrelevant. 
Also,  Wells  asserts  that  his  programming 
is  not  so  distinguishable  from  that  of  the 
other  applicants  so  as  to  necessitate  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  requested  issue.10  In  any 
event.  Wells  concludes,  if  an  issued  is  ad¬ 
ded,  it  should  be  framed  to  permit  a  full 
programming  comparison. 

10.  In  reply,  Mapoles  argues  that  it  is 
not  confusing  Wells’  musical  format  with 
his  programming  proposal.  Mapoles  con¬ 
tends  that  both  specific  programs  and 
musical  format  are  to  be  considered  in 
determining  whether  an  applicant’s  pro¬ 
gramming  proposal  is  specialized.  In  this 
connection,  Mapoles  asserts  that  Wells 
proposes  non- musical  religious  programs 
amounting  to  11.3  percent  of  this  total 
broadcast  time.  Considering  the  religious 
programs  with  the  95  percent  allocation 
of  music  format  for  gospel  music,  peti¬ 
tioner  alleges  that  Wells  proposes  to  de¬ 
vote  over  75  percent  of  his  total  broad¬ 
cast  week  to  religious  programming. 

11.  The  Review  Board  will  add  a  spe¬ 
cialized  programming  issue.  We  agree 
with  petitioner  that  Wells’  programming 
proposal  appears  to  constitute  a  spe¬ 
cialized  religious  programming  format. 
Specifically,  Wells  proposes  to  devote  ap¬ 
proximately  84  percent  of  his  total  broad¬ 
cast  week  to  programming  of  a  religious 
nature,11  and  although  each  of  the  other 
applicants  proposes  some  religious  pro¬ 
gramming,  none  approaches  the  signifi¬ 
cant  level  proposed  by  Wells.  Further¬ 
more,  Wells  himself  has  characterized 
the  proposal  in  his  application  as  a 
“gospel  or  similar  religious  music  for¬ 
mat”,  and  the  Board  has  indicated  in 
the  past  that  it  will  take  the  applicant’s 
characterization  of  its  programming  into 
account  when  it  decides  whether  to  add 
a  specialized  programming  issue.  See 
Harvit  Broadcasting  Corp.,  supra.  Final¬ 
ly,  it  is  well  established  that  where  one 
applicant  proposes  specialized  program¬ 
ming  and  the  others  propose  general 
market  programming,  an  appropriate 

“Wells  avers  that  Santa  Rose  proposes  to 
broadcast  ten  religious  programs  and  that 
the  other  applicants  propose  religious  pro¬ 
gramming  as  weU. 

11  Wells’  application  indicates  that  he  will 
broadcast  84  hours  per  week.  Out  of  this 
amount,  he  proposes  to  allocate  approxi¬ 
mately  9%  hours  (11%)  to  specific  religious 
programs  and  62  hours  (73%)  to  gospel 
music.  Hence,  although  Wells  contends  that 
his  musical  format  is  not  relevant  to  a  com¬ 
parative  programming  Inquiry,  It  is  apparent 
that  the  predominant  part  of  his  broadcast 
proposal  Is  of  a  religious  character.  Cf .  WVOC, 
Inc.,  36  FR  12642,  published  July  2,  1971; 
Harvit  Broadcasting  Corp.,  supra. 
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comparative  issue  is  warranted.1*  See 
Salter  Broadcasting  Company  (WBEL) , 
8  FCC  2d  1036,  10  RR  2d  606  (1967) ;  and 
Ward  L.  Jones,  32  FR  1062,  published 
January  28,  1967. 

12.  Public  inspection  fiie  issue.  Peti¬ 
tioner  next  requests  an  issue  to  inquire 
into  Wells’  compliance  with  Commission 
rule  1.526  (see  note  5,  supra) .  In  support 
thereof,  petitioner  submits  a  copy  of  a 
transmittal  letter  and  notice,  filed  by 
Wells  with  the  Commission  on  June  27, 
1973,  which  indicates  that  a  copy  of 
Wells’  application  is  on  file  for  public 
inspection  at  Navarre  Real  Estate 
Agency,  U.S.  Highway  98,  Navarre, 
Florida.  Petitioner  points  out  that  Rule 
1.526  requires  an  applicant  to  maintain 
a  copy  of  its  application  in  its  proposed 
city  of  license  and  contends  that  Wells 
violated  this  provision  since  it  proposes 
Milton,  Florida  as  its  city  of  license.  The 
Broadcast  Bureau  supports  the  requested 
issue  unless  Wells  can  offer  countervail¬ 
ing  circumstances. 

13.  In  opposition.  Wells  avows  that  he 
published  a  notice  that  his  application 
was  on  file  at  Navarre,  Florida,'  but  ex¬ 
plains  that  he  did  not  initially  realize 
that  the  file  had  to  be  located  within  the 
proposed  community  of  license.  Upon  dis¬ 
covery  of  the  error,  Wells  continues,  his 
counsel  advised  that  the  file  be  moved  to 
Milton,  Florida,  which  advice  was 
promptly  followed.  Wells  adds  that  notice 
of  the  new  location  was  published  begin¬ 
ning  July  2.  1973,  and  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  was  notified  of  this  fact  by  letter, 
filed  July  16,  1973.  A  copy  of  this  letter 
is  attached  to  Wells’  pleading.  Wells 
argues  that  the  issue  should  not  be  added 
since  there  was  no  attempt  to  withhold 
the  file  from  public  inspection.  In  reply, 
Mapoles  argues  that  although  notice  was 
apparently  published,11  the  fact  remains 
that  the  Commission’s  rules  were  violated 
and  the  Commission  should  consider  the 
applicant’s  qualifications  where  lack  of 
knowledge  of  its  rules,  as  admitted  here, 
is  demonstrated. 

14.  The  Review  Board  will  deny  the  re¬ 
quested  issue.  It  is  not  disputed  that 
Wells’  application  was  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  wrong  city  for  a 
short  period  of  time  thereby  constituting 
a  technical  violation  of  Rule  1.526.  It  ap¬ 
pears,  however,  that  as  a  result  of  Wells’ 
immediate  corrective  action  following 
discovery  of  the  error,  no  injury  or  prej¬ 
udice  occurred  to  the  parties  or  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Moreover,  Wells'  claim  of  inad- 


“In  this  regard,  we  point  out  that  the 
Commission's  concern  with  specialized  for¬ 
mats  is  limited  to  "the  need  for  a  specialized 
service  as  against  the  need  for  a  general- 
service  station"  proposed  by  the  other  appli¬ 
cants.  See  Policy  Statement  on  Comparative 
Broadcast  Hearings,  1  FCC  2d  393,  397  n.  9, 
5  RR  2d  1901,  1911  n.  9  (1965).  Therefore, 
there  is  no  need  for  a  full  programming  com¬ 
parison  In  this  case. 

u  Mapoles  points  out  that  no  proof  of  pub¬ 
lication  Is  provided  In  Wells’  opposition.  How¬ 
ever,  review  of  the  Commission's  records 
reflects  that  the  republished  notice  was,  In 
fact,  filed. 


vertence  is  neither  challenged  nor  un¬ 
reasonable.  In  light  of  the  surrounding 
circumstances  and  the  fact  that  the  vio¬ 
lation  was  an  isolated  one,  we  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  the  matter  is  serious  enough  to  be 
decisionally  significant  or  to  warrant  an 
evidentiary  inquiry.  Cf .  California  Stereo, 
Inc.,  38  FCC  2d  1003,  26  RR  2d  556 
(1973). 

15.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  26,  1973,  by  H.  Byrd  Mapoles,  tr/as 
Mapoles  Broadcasting  Company,  is 
granted  to  the  extent  indicated  herein, 
and  is  denied  in  all  other  respects;  and 

16.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  to 
include  the  following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  surrounding  the  submisssion  of  legal 
fees  by  Jimmie  H.  HoweU  in  connection  with 
a  request  for  approval  of  a  Joint  settlement 
agreement  between  Howell  and  West  Florida 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Howell’s  sub¬ 
sequent  conduct  regarding  said  fees;  and 

(b)  To  determine,  In  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  under  the  above  Issue,  whether 
Jimmie  H.  Howell  possesses  the  requisite 
and/or  comparative  qualifications  to  be  a 
Commission  licensee. 

(c)  To  determine  whether  Jimmie  H. 
Howell  has  compUed  with  f  1.526  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  and  If  not,  the  effect  thereof 
upon  the  applicant’s  basic  or  comparative 
qualifications  to  be  a  Commission  licensee. 

(d)  To  determine,  on  a  comparative  basis, 
whether  a  greater  need  exists  In  Milton, 
Florida,  for  a  specialized  program  service  pro¬ 
posed  by  Aaron  J.  Wells  or  for  a  general- 
service  broadcast  station. 

17.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  introduction 
of  evidence  under  issues  (a) ,  (b)  and  (c) 
shall  be  upon  H.  Byrd  Mapoles,  tr/as 
Mapoles  Broadcasting  Company,  and  the 
burden  of  proof  shall  be  upon  Jimmie  H. 
Howell. 

Adopted:  May  14, 1974. 

Released:  May  17, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[  seal  ]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12005  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  18295,  etc.;  File  Nos.  BPCT  4018, 
etc.;  FCC  74R-176] 

ORANGE  COUNTY  BROADCASTING  CO., 
ET  AL 

Applications  for  Construction  Permits 

In  re  applications  of  Orange  County 
Broadcasting,  Inc.,  Monte  E.  Livingston, 
Edward  D.  Tisch,  Frank  L.  Bret,  Thomas 
Walker  and  Richard  S.  Steven,  d/b  as 
Orange  County  Broadcasting  Company, 
Anaheim,  California,  Docket  No.  18295, 
File  No.  BPCT-4018;  The  Voice  of  the 
Orange  Empire,  Inc.,  L.t.d.,  Anaheim, 
California,  Docket  No.  18297,  File  No. 
BPCT-4046;  Orange  Empire  Telecasters, 
Inc.,  Frederick  Berkowitz,  Bennett  R. 
Berhausen,  Ronald  H.  Rodman,  James 
A.  O’Neil,  Gordon  C.  Atkinson,  Use  M. 


1  Board  member  Nelson  absent. 


Byrnes,  Max  H.  Fulton,  Alfred  L.  Caruso, 
Francis  F.  Welsh,  Jr.,  J.  Kenneth  Cam¬ 
eron,  Daniel  H.  Nisburg,  Henry  J.  Gail, 
Peter  A.  Brittain,  Thomas  E.  Williams, 
Lucien  Brack,  Murray  W.  Spom,  John  J. 
Hall,  National  Golf  Courses,  Inc.,  Rich¬ 
ard  G.  Braley,  Thomas  A.  Key  and  Rich¬ 
ard  P.  B.  Tyson,  d/b  as  Orange  Empire 
Broadcasting  Company,  Anaheim,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Docket  No.  18298,  File  No.  BPCT- 
4089;  Golden  Orange  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Anaheim,  California,  Docket 
No.  18300,  File  No.  BPCT-4113;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  new  television 
broadcast  station,  [37  FR  230101. 

1.  The  addition  of  three  hearing  issues 
is  requested  by  the  Broadcast  Bureau.1 
They  read  as  follows : 

(a)  To  determine  with  respect  to  Orange 
County  Broadcasting  Company,  whether  the 
grant  of  its  application  would  occasion  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  {  76.501  of  the  Commission's  rules; 

(b)  To  determine  with  respect  to  Orange 
County  Broadcasting  Company,  whether  that 
applicant  has  failed  to  report  substantial  and 
significant  changes  In  its  application,  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  i  1.65  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

(c)  Whether  In  view  of  the  evidence  ad¬ 
duced  under  (a)  and  (b),  supra.  Orange 
County  Broadcasting  Company  is  qualified  to 
be  a  licensee  of  the  Commission. 

2.  Orange  County  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany  is  a  partnership  consisting  of  a  gen¬ 
eral  partner.  Orange  County  Broadcast¬ 
ing,  Inc.,  and  five  limited  partners.  The 
general  partner  is  wholly  owned  by  J.  D. 
Wrather,  Jr.,  and  it  will  contribute  82 
percent  of  the  capital  of  the  applicant 
and  lend  the  applicant  $1,400,000.  The 
general  partner  also  has  “exclusive  au¬ 
thority  to  manage  and  direct  the  affairs 
of  the  Partnership.”  *  According  to  an 
amendment  filed  November  3,  1969, 
Wrather  is  a  director  and  5  percent 
stockholder  of  Teleprompter  Corporation 
of  New  York,  an  owner  and  operator  of 
cable  television  systems.  In  March,  1971, 
Teleprompter  acquired  a  cable  system 
serving  Newport  Beach  and  Seal  Beach, 
California,  both  of  which  are  near  Ana¬ 
heim,  the  principal  community  to  be 
served  by  the  applicants  contesting  in 
this  proceeding,  and  this  cable  system 
was  transferred  to  Theta  Cable  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  owned  by  Hughes  Aircraft  Com¬ 
pany  (50  percent)  and  Teleprompter  (50 
percent) .  Although  the  application  states 
only  that  Wrather  owns  5  percent  of 
Teleprompter,  as  of  December  10,  1971, 
his  ownership  was  given  in  terms  of 
33,000  shares  of  stock. 

3.  Although  these  are  the  facts  as  they 
appear  in  the  application  and  related 
documents,  it  appears  that  as  of  July  31, 
1973,  Wrather  was  a  director  of  and 
owned  85,000  shares  of  Teleprompter 
(0.51  percent) ;  the  Wrather  Corpora¬ 
tion,  of  which  Wrather  owned  in  excess 
of  20  percent  in  1969,  owned  1,373,000 
(8.27  percent)  shares  of  Teleprompter; 
and  Wrather  was  the  beneficial  owner  of 


1  Petition  to  enlarge  filed  March  18,  1974. 
Orange  County  Broadcasting  Company  filed 
an  opposition  on  April  1,  1974,  and  the  Bu¬ 
reau  submitted  Its  reply  on  April  9, 1974. 

*  See  agreement  of  limited  partnership  ex¬ 
hibit  no.  3,  attachment  no.  1,  amendment 
to  application  filed  March  19, 1968. 
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36.9  percent  of  the  Wrather  Corporation. 
According  to  the  Bureau,  these  facts  were 
revealed  in  application  WA187  filed  with 
the  Cable  Bureau  on  July  31,  1973.  The 
Bureau  also  avers  that  application  CA253 
on  file  in  the  Cable  Bureau  reveals  that 
Theta  Cable  of  California  is  the  televi¬ 
sion  franchise  holder  for  the  city  of  Los 
Angeles.  The  Bureau  also  asserts  that  on 
July  3,  1973,  Theta  Cable  was  awarded 
the  basic  franchise  to  operate  a  new  cable 
television  system  in  Anaheim  and  filed 
with  the  FCC,  on  December  4,  1973,  an 
application  for  certificate  of  compliance 
to  commence  operation  of  the  Anaheim 
system.  On  January  15, 1974,  according  to 
the  Bureau,  Theta  filed  a  request  for  spe¬ 
cial  temporary  authority  to  commence 
operation  of  the  cable  system  in  the  Ana¬ 
heim  Hills  section  of  Anaheim.  Although 
Orange  County  assumes  the  accuracy  of 
the  facts  in  this  paragraph,  it  states  in  a 
footnote  that,  according  to  a  statement 
filed  by  Walt  Disney  Productions  with 
the  SEC  on  March  18,  1974,  Wrather 
Corporations  owns  773,000  shares  (4.9 
percent)  of  Teleprompter  and  also  states 
that  on  March  25,  1974,  Wrather  owned 
50,000  shares  (.32  percent)  of  Tele¬ 
prompter.  None  of  the  facts  related  in 
this  paragraph  appear  in  the  Orange  ap¬ 
plication,  the  most  recent  amendment  to 
which  was  filed  July  29, 1971. 

4.  Good  cause  for  the  late  filing  has 
been  established  since  the  Bureau  sub¬ 
mitted  its  petition  four  days  after  it 
learned  of  Theta’s  interests  in  the  Ana¬ 
heim  cable  system.  This  development 
had  not  been  reported  in  the  instant 
docket  proceeding,  and  the  Bureau  cor¬ 
rectly  argues  that  issuance  of  trade  press 
releases  do  not  constitute  notice  to  the 
other  parties  to  the  proceeding.  It  is 
clear  that  Orange  has  not  kept  its  ap¬ 
plication  current  as  required  by  §  1.65 
of  the  rules,  for  it  is  well  established 
that  cable  franchises  must  be  reported 
since  their  existence  has  a  bearing  on 
the  diversification  question,  at  least.-’  It 
also  appears,  from  the  Bureau’s  allega¬ 
tions  as  well  as  from  data  submitted  by 
Orange  in  its  opposition,  that  Orange 
may  have  failed  in  other  respects  to 
comply  with  §  1.65.  However,  the  Board 
believes  that  the  issue  should  be  added 
only  on  a  comparative  basis  since  most 
of  these  matters  were  reported  to  the 
Commission  in  connection  with  other 
actions  and  no  intent  to  withhold  or  con¬ 
ceal  is  apparent. 

5.  The  5  76.501  issue  requested  by  the 
Bureau  will  not  be  added.  As  the  Board 
has  ruled  before,  the  proscription  of 
§  76.501  applies  only  to  carriage  of  sig¬ 
nals  ’  and  therefore  to  operating  cable 
systems.  The  Anaheim  system  is  not  in 
operation. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
petition  to  enlarge  issues  filed  by  the 
Broadcast  Bureau  on  March  18,  1974,  is 
granted  to  the  extent  hereinafter  indi¬ 
cated  and  otherwise  is  denied; 


*  Lake  Erie  Broadcasting  Company,  34  FCC 
2d  356  (1972);  RKO  General,  Inc.,  40  FCC  2d 
1014  (1973). 

4  See  RKO  General,  Inc.,  supra. 
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7.  And,  it  is  ordered.  That  the  issues 
are  enlarged  to  add  the  following:  To 
determine,  with  respect  to  Orange 
County  Broadcasting  Company,  whether 
that  applicant  has  failed  to  report  sub¬ 
stantial  and  significant  changes  in  its 
application,  in  violation  of  §  1.65  of  the 
Commission’s  rules;  and,  if  so,  the  effect 
thereof  on  that  applicant’s  comparative 
qualifications. 

Adopted:  May  14,  1974. 

Released:  May  17,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,6 

l seal!  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12001  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  19887-19888;  File  Nos.  BP 
19424,  19489;  FCC  74R-174] 

ROSEMOR  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC.  AND 
SOUTHEAST  RADIO,  INC. 

Applications  for  Construction  Permits 

In  re  applications  of  Rosemor  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  Statesboro, 
Georgia,  Docket  No.  19887,  File  No.  BP- 
19424;  Southeast  Radio,  Inc.,  States¬ 
boro,  Georgia,  Docket  No.  19888,  File  No. 
BP-19489  for  construction  permits,  [38 
FR  345351. 

1.  This  proceeding  involves  the  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive  application  of  Rosemor 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.  (Rosemor) 
and  Southeast  Radio,  Inc.  (Southeast) 
for  a  permit  to  construct  and  operate  a 
new  standard  broadcast  station  in 
Statesboro,  Georgia.  By  Order,  38  FR 
34535,  published  December  14,  1973,  the 
Chief  of  the  Broadcast  Bureau,  acting 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority,  desig¬ 
nated  the  application  for  consolidated 
hearing.  Presently  before  the  Review 
Board  is  a  motion  to  enlarge  issues,  filed 
March  5,  1974,  by  Southeast,  requesting 
the  addition  of  two  issues,  one  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  Bernard  Morris  and/or 
Helen  Rosengart  (principals  of  Rose¬ 
mor)  and/or  Rosemor  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.  made  misrepresentations, 
abused  Commission  processes  or  was 
lacking  in  candor  in  connection  with 
documents  presented  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  the  other  to  determine,  in  light 
thereof,  whether  Rosemor  is  qualified  to 
be  a  broadcast  licensee.1 


5  Board  member  Nelson  absent. 

1  Also  before  the  Review  Board  are  the 
following  related  pleadings:  (a)  Broadcast 
Bureau’s  comments,  filed  March  11,  1974; 
(b)  opposition,  filed  March  18,  1974,  by  Rose¬ 
mor;  (c)  reply  to  opposition,  filed  April  1, 
1974,  by  Southeast;  (d)  supplement  to  reply, 
filed  April  2,  1974,  by  Southeast;  (e)  letter, 
filed  April  9,  1974,  by  Rosemor;  (f)  letter, 
filed  April  10,  1974,  by  Southeast;  <g)  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  respond  to  reply  and  re¬ 
sponse,  filed  April  15,  1974,  by  Rosemor; 
(h)  letter,  filed  April  17,  1974,  by  Rosemor; 
(1)  opposition  to  petition  for  leave  to  re¬ 
spond  to  reply,  filed  April  22,  1974,  by  South¬ 
east;  (J)  petition  for  leave  to  supplement 
response,  filed  April  26,  1974,  by  Rosemor; 
and  (k)  motion  to  strike,  filed  May  6,  1974, 
by  Southeast.  Supplemental  pleading  (e), 


2.  Petitioner  argues  that  good  cause 
exists  to  warrant  consideration  of  its 
late-filed  motion  because  the  documents 
upon  which  the  motion  is  based  were  sub¬ 
mitted  as  part  of  Rosemor’s  January  23, 
1974  opposition  to  an  earlier  motion  to 
enlarge  issues,  filed  January  2,  1974,  by 
Southeast.3  As  attachments  to  its  Jan¬ 
uary  23  opposition,  Rosemor  included, 
inter  alia,  the  affidavits  of  Aulbert  J. 
Nesmith  and  Robert  J.  Donaldson,  pur¬ 
portedly  sworn  to  and  subscribed  before 
Joyce  G.  Knight,  a  Notary  Public,  on 
January  14,  1974.  Southeast  asserts  that 
it  commenced  to  prepare  the  instant  mo¬ 
tion  upon  discovering  that  the  purported 
affidavits  were  improper.  In  particular. 
Southeast  contends:  (1)  that  Rosemor 
and  its  principals  knew  that  neither  Mr. 
Nesmith  nor  Mr.  Donaldson  had  ap¬ 
peared  before  Joyce  G.  Knight  or  any 
other  notary  to  sign  and  swear  to  the 
purported  affidavits;  (2)  that  the  prin¬ 
cipals  of  Rosemor  had  improperly  ob¬ 
tained  a  notarization  of  each  of  their 
signatures  without  their  presence;  and 
(3)  that  at  least  as  to  Mr.  Nesmith,  such 
notarization  was  obtained  without  his 
authorization  or  knowledge.  As  an  at¬ 
tachment  to  its  motion,  Southeast  sub¬ 
mits  an  affidavit  of  Aulbert  J.  Nesmith, 
dated  February  14,  1974,  in  which  Mr. 
Nesmith  states  that  he  did  not  subscribe 
and  swear  to  a  document  before  Joyce  G. 
Knight  and  that  he  was  not  advised  at 
any  time  that  the  document  was  to  be 
notarized  out  of  his  presence,  nor  did  he 
authorize  such  notarization.  Southeast 
also  attaches  the  affidavit  of  Robert  J. 
Donaldson,  dated  January  31,  1974,  in 
which  Mr.  Donaldson  avers  that  he  did 
not  sign  the  document  in  the  presence 
of  Joyce  G.  Knight.  On  the  basis  of  these 
affidavits.  Southeast  alleges  that  Rose¬ 
mor’s  principals  have  knowingly  and 
willfully  submitted  to  the  Commission 
documents  represented  to  be  affidavits 
which  they  knew  were  not  affidavits.  Dis¬ 
position  of  the  instant  motion,  asserts 
Southeast,  should  be  governed  by  the 


requesting  deferral  of  action  on  Southeast's 
motion  to  enlarge  issues  to  allow  Rosemor 
time  to  file  an  additional  affidavit,  and  plead¬ 
ing  (f),  opposing  Rosemor’s  request,  have 
been  rendered  moot.  Supplemental  pleadings 
(g)  through  (J)  are  not  authorized  by  the 
Commission's  rules,  and  the  showings  made 
in  the  pleadings  do  not  warrant  a  departure 
from  the  rules.  The  petition  for  leave  to 
respond  to  reply  and  response  and  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  supplement  response,  filed 
by  Rosemor,  and  the  motion  to  strike,  filed 
by  Southeast,  will,  therefore,  be  denied  and 
the  supplemental  pleadings  dismissed.  See 
Filing  of  Supplemental  Pleadings  Before  the 
Review  Board,  40  FCC  2d  1026  (1972).  This 
is  the  second  time  in  the  course  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  that  the  parties  have  unnecessarily 
burdened  the  administrative  process  by  filing 
a  series  of  unauthorized  supplemental  plead¬ 
ings.  See  our  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Or¬ 
der,  45  FCC  2d  920,  released  March  14.  1974. 
We  repeat  our  policy  of  strict  construction  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  in  these  Instances. 

2  Southeast’s  motion  was  acted  on  by  Re¬ 
view  Board  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order, 
FCC  74R-103,  released  March  21.  1974,  45 
FCC  2d  1122  (1974).  See  specifically  para¬ 
graph  3  thereof. 
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Review  Board’s  action  in  WIOO,  Inc.,  37 
FCC  2d  740,  25  RR  2d  567  (1672)  in  which 
the  Board  added  &  comparable  issue  in 
similar  circumstances. 

3.  Hie  Broadcast  Bureau,  in  its  com¬ 
ments,  states  that  although  petitioner 
has  not  made  a  very  persuasive  showing 
of  good  cause  for  its  late  filing,  the  plead¬ 
ing  nevertheless  raises  public  interest 
questions  which  should  be  considered  on 
the  basis  of  the  Board’s  holding  in  The 
Edgefield-Saluda  Radio  Company.  5  FCC 
2d  148,  8  RR  2d  611  (1966).  In  the  Bu¬ 
reau's  view,  Southeast’s  allegations  are 
properly  supported  by  affidavits  and,  in 
the  absence  of  a  satisfactory  explanation, 
they  warrant  addition  of  the  requested 
issues. 

In  its  opposition,  Rosemor  maintains 
that  Southeast’s  motion  to  enlarge  is 
untimely  and,  therefore,  procedurally  de¬ 
fective.  According  to  Rosemor,  there  has 
been  no  adequate  explanation  for  South¬ 
east’s  delay  of  two  weeks  between  ob¬ 
taining  the  January  31,  1974  affidavit  of 
Mr.  Donaldson  and  the  February  14, 1974 
affidavit  of  Mr.  Nesmith  nor  for  the  addi¬ 
tional  delay  of  almost  twenty  days  be¬ 
fore  Southeast’s  motion  was  filed.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  argues  Rosemor,  there  is  no 
showing  by  Southeast  that  its  motion 
should  be  considered  despite  its  lateness 
pursuant  to  The  Edgefield-Saluda  Radio 
Company,  supra.  On  the  merits,  Rosemor 
submits  that  Mrs.  Knight  acted  pursuant 
to  the  express  authority  of  affiants 
Nesmith  and  Donaldson  and  the  assur¬ 
ances  of  Bernard  Morris  with  respect 
thereto.  In  support,  Rosemor  relies  on  a 
series  of  affidavits  attached  to  its  opposi¬ 
tion.  Preliminarily,  Rosemor  submits  the 
affidavit  of  Ruth  C.  Collins  who  states 
that  she  was  present  in  the  taxicab  op¬ 
erated  by  Mr.  Nesmith  during  the  con¬ 
versation  between  Mr.  Nesmith  and  Mr. 
Morris  on  January  14,  1974.  Affiant  Col¬ 
lins  states  that  Mr.  Nesmith  told  Mr. 
Morris  “that  he  would  sign  the  paper 
but  that  he  did  not  have  time  to  go  to 
the  bank  to  get  it  notarized  but  that  Mr. 
Morris  could  do  that."  The  affidavit  of 
Rosemor’s  principal,  Bernard  Morris, 
dated  March  18,  1974,  states  that  Mr. 
Nesmith  told  affiant  that  “because  of 
the  press  of  his  business,  he  did  not  have 
time  to  go  before  a  Notary  in  order  for 
the  document  to  be  notarized  [and  that! 
Mr.  Nesmith  then  authorized  affiant  to 
take  the  document  to  First  Bulloch  Bank 
b  Trust  Co.  for  the  purpose  of  getting  it 
notarized."  Likewise,  Mr.  Morris  avers 
that  “Mr.  Donaldson  informed  affiant 
that  he  did  not  have  time  to  leave  his 
work  but  told  affiant  that  affiant  should 
take  the  document  to  First  Bulloch  Bank 
&  Trust  Company  for  the  purpose  of  get¬ 
ting  It  notarized."  Affidavits  of  other  per¬ 
sons  involved  In  the  preparation  of  Mr. 
Nesmith’s  and  Mr.  Donaldson’s  affidavits 
are  also  attached.1  Rosemor  states  that 


•Rosemor  attaches  the  affidavit  of  Joyce 
O.  Knight,  dated  March  11, 1974,  which  states 
that  on  January  14,  1974,  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Morris  whom  she  knew,  she  notarised  the 
documents  of  Mr.  Nesmith  and  Mr.  Donald¬ 
son.  Mrs.  Knight  adds  that  although  she  was 
not  personally  familiar  with  Mr.  Nesmith’s 


it  has  no  knowledge  as  to  why  Mr. 
Nesmith  failed  to  mention  the  January 
14,  1974  meeting  in  his  affidavit  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1974,  but  contends  that  there 
is  no  inconsistency  between  Mr.  Nes¬ 
mith’s  February  14  affidavit  and  the  affi¬ 
davits  submitted  by  Rosemor.  Similarly, 
Rosemor  states  that  nothing  in  Donald¬ 
son’s  affidavit  of  January  31,  1974,  con¬ 
tradicts  Morris’  sworn  statement.4  Rose¬ 
mor  concludes  that  Mr.  Morris  acted 
properly  and  in  good  faith,  and  that  if 
any  technical  irregularity  is  involved,  it 
is  merely  a  question  of  local  law  which 
the  Board  should  not  entertain. 

5.  In  reply,  Southeast  submits  a  fur¬ 
ther  affidavit  from  Aulbert  J.  Nesmith, 
dated  March  28,  1974,  in  which  Mr. 
Nesmith  maintains  that  on  or  about 
January  14,  1974,  “Mr.  Morris  stated  he 
had  to  go  to  the  bank  but  did  not  mention 
that  the  paper  I  had  signed  would  be 
notarized  and  he  did  not  ask  my  permis¬ 
sion  to  have  the  paper  notarized  out  of 
my  presence  and  L  at  no  time,  author¬ 
ized  Mr.  Bernard  Morris  or  any  other 
person  to  have  the  document  notarized 
out  of  my  presence.”  Southeast  asserts 
that  this  affidavit  of  Mr.  Nesmith  clearly 
conflicts  with  affidavits  submitted  by 
Rosemor.  In  any  event,  Southeast  argues, 
the  Donaldson  and  Nesmith  affidavits 
were  improperly  executed  whether  or  not 
the  affiants  authorized  notarization  out 
of  their  presence,  and  Rosemor's  claim 
that  Mr.  Morris  acted  properly  and  In 
good  faith  is  unsupported. 

6.  The  Review  Board  will  add  the  re¬ 
quested  issues.  The  Board  agrees  with  the 
Bureau  and  Rosemor  that  Southeast’s 
motion  was  not  timely  filed  and  that 
Southeast’s  showing  of  good  cause  for  the 
untimely  motion  is  less  than  adequate. 
However,  the  Board  is  convinced  that 
Southeast’s  motion  raises  serious  public 
interest  questions  which  should  be  ex¬ 
plored  In  the  context  of  a  hearing.  See 
The  Edgefield-Saluda  Radio  Company, 
supra.  With  regard  to  the  merits  of 
Southeast’s  petition,  there  is  a  serious 
conflict  in  the  various  affidavits  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  parties.  Specifically,  there 
Is  a  direct  conflict  between  Aulbert  Nes¬ 
mith’s  assertion  that  he  was  not  told  his 
statement  would  be  notarized  and  that 
he  did  not  authorize  such  notarization 
and  the  statements  of  Ruth  Collins  and 
Bernard  Morris  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
Nesmith  authorized  the  subsequent  nota¬ 
rization.  In  the  Board’s  view,  the  conflict 
in  the  affidavits  is  sufficient  in  itself  to 
justify  adding  the  requested  issues.  See 
Christian  Voice  of  Central  Ohio,  26  FCC 


signature,  Mr.  Morris  informed  her  that  It 
was  the  signature  of  Mr.  Nesmith  and  that 
Mr.  Nesmith  had  authorized  Mr.  Morris  to 
have  the  document  notarized.  Affiant  Knight 
states  that  Mr.  Donaldson’s  signature  is 
familiar  to  her.  An  affidavit  of  Helen  M. 
Rosengart,  dated  March  18,  1974,  Is  also 
attached. 

•  According  to  Rosemor,  WIOO,  Inc.,  supra, 
is  distinguishable  on  the  ground  that  in  that 
case  there  was  sworn  evidence  that  a  princi¬ 
pal  of  WIOO  had  taken  letters  previously 
obtained  from  certain  persons  and  "without 
their  knowledge  or  authority,"  obtained  no¬ 
tarization  thereof.  (Emphasis  Is  Rosemor's.) 


2d  76,  20  RR  2d  389  (1970).  In  addition, 
Rosemor  admits  that  an  irregularity  oc¬ 
curred  since  the  statements  of  both.  Aul¬ 
bert  Nesmith  and  Robert  Donaldson  were 
not,  in  fact,  sworn  to  in  the  presence  of  a 
notary.  We  disagree  with  Rosemor’s  ar¬ 
gument  that  this  is  only  a  technicality 
or  a  matter  of  local  law  which  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  not  explore.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  allegation  that  a  false  jurat 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Commission 
is  a  serious  one 5  and  has  been  the  subject 
of  severe  sanction  by  the  Board  in  the 
past.  See  3  J’s  Broadcasting  Company,  41 
FCC  2d  664,  27  RR  2d  1396  (1973) ,  review 
denied,  FCC  74-86,  released  January  30, 
1974.  In  light  of  the  above  circumstances, 
the  Board  believes  that  an  evidentiary  in¬ 
quiry  into  all  the  facts  surrounding  the 
procurement  and  submission  of  the  af¬ 
fidavits  in  question  is  appropriate.  See 
WIOO,  Inc.,  supra* 

7.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
letters,  filed  April  9,  1974,  by  Rosemor 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.  and  April  10, 
1974,  by  Southeast  Radio,  Inc.,  are  dis¬ 
missed  as  moot;  that  the  petition  for 
leave  to  respond  to  reply  and  response, 
filed  April  15,  1974,  by  Rosemor  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  the  petition  for 
leave  to  supplement  response,  filed 
April  17,  1974,  by  Rosemor  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.,  and  the  motion  to  strike, 
filed  May  6,  1974,  by  Southeast  Radio. 
Inc.,  are  denied;  and  that  the  letter,  filed 
April  17,  1974,  by  Rosemor  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.  and  the  opposition  to  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  respond  to  reply,  filed 
April  22,  1974,  by  Southeast  Radio,  Inc., 
are  dismissed;  and 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  this  proceeding  is  reopened;  that 
the  motion  to  enlarge  Issues,  filed 
March  5,  1974,  by  Southeast  Radio,  Inc. 
is  granted;  and  that  the  Issues  In  this 
proceeding  are  enlarged  as  follows: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  Bernard  Morris 
and/or  Helen  Rosengart  and/or  Rosemor 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  has  made  mis¬ 
representations  or  abused  Commission  proc¬ 
esses  or  been  lacking  in  candor  with  respect 
to  documents  submitted  to  the  Commission 
purporting  to  be  affidavits. 

(b)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  the  above  Issue,  whether 
Bernard  Morris  and/or  Helen  Rosengart  and/ 
or  Rosemor  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  pos¬ 
sesses  the  basic  or  comparative  qualifications 
to  be  a  Commission  licensee;  and 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  Introduction 
of  evidence  under  the  issues  added  herein 
shall  be  on  Southeast  Radio,  Inc.  and  the 
burden  of  proof  under  these  Issues  shall 


*  “The  fundamental  importance  of  truth¬ 
fulness  and  complete  candor  on  the  part  of 
applicants,  as  weU  as  licensees,  in  their  deal¬ 
ings  with  the  Commission  is  well  estab¬ 
lished.”  Lebanon  Valley  Radio,  Inc„  36  FCC 
2d  243,  258,  24  RR  2d  586,  604  (1972) ,  review 
denied  FCC  73-228,  released  March  2,  1973; 
see  also  FCC  v.  WOKO,  Inc.,  329  UB.  223 
(1946). 

•Rosemor’s  attempt  to  distinguish  WIOO, 
Inc.,  above  from  the  Instant  facts  Is  unper- 
suaslve  since  the  question  at  authorization  Is 
in  contention  here.  See  n.  4,  supra. 
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be  on  Rosemor  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc. 

Adopted:  May  14, 1974. 

Released:  May  17, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.74-12006  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  OFFICE 
RETAIL  DEALERS  GROUP 
Notice  of  Renewal  of  Charter 

This  notice  is  published  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  sections  14(b)  and 
9(c)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463).  Following  consul¬ 
tation  with  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
it  is  in  the  public  interest,  in  connection 
writh  the  performance  of  the  duties  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Federal  Energy  Office  by 
Executive  Order  No.  11748,  to  renew  the 
charter  of  the  Retail  Dealers  Group.  The 
Group  was  originally  chartered  in  Janu¬ 
ary  1974  for  a  four  month  period. 

A  description  of  the  nature  and  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  Group  is  contained  in  its 
charter,  which  is  published  below. 

Dated:  May  20, 1974. 

John  C.  Sawhill, 
Administrator, 
Federal  Energy  Office. 
Charter 

RETAIL  DEALERS  GROUP 

A.  Renewal  of  Charter. 

The  Administrator,  Federal  Energy  Office, 
having  determined,  after  consultation  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  in 
connection  with  the  performance  of  duties 
imposed  on  the  Federal  Energy  Office  by  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  No.  11748,  dated  December  4, 
1973,  which  delegated  to  the  Administrator, 
Federal  Energy  Office  certain  authority  vested 
in  the  President,  Including  authority  vested 
in  the  President  by  the  Emergency  Petroleum 
Allocation  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-159)  and 
the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950  (50  U.S.C. 
app.  2061  et  seq. )  as  amended,  hereby  renews 
the  Charter  of  the  Retail  Dealers  Group, 
originally  established  by  a  charter  published 
on  January  10.  1974  (39  FR  1540).  pursuant 
to  the  Federal  Advisorv  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463). 

B.  Duties,  function  and  administrative  pro¬ 
visions. 

1.  Objectives  and  scope  of  activities.  To 
provide  the  Federal  Energy  Office  with  direct 
and  timely  access  to  the  technical  knowledge 
possessed  by  a  wide  range  of  highly  quali¬ 
fied  independent  businessmen  engaged  in  the 
retail  sale  of  gasoline  diesel  fuel. 

2.  Duration  of  Group.  Approximately  7 
months. 

3.  Official  to  whom  Group  reports.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Federal  Energy  Office 
(FEO). 

4.  The  Agency  Responsible  for  Providing 
Necessary  Support.  Federal  Energy  Office. 

5.  Duties  of  the  Group.  These  are  set  forth 
in  paragraph  1  above. 

6.  Estimated  annual  Operating  Cost  of  the 
Group.  $30,000.  Estimated  man-years  of  sup¬ 
port  service  for  the  Group.  Three  months. 


1  Board  Member  Nelson  absent. 


7.  The  Estimated  number  and  Frequency 
of  Meetings.  The  Group  will  meet  approxi¬ 
mately  6  to  9  times. 

8.  Termination  Date.  The  Group  will  ter¬ 
minate  on  December  31,  1974  unless  renewed 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act. 

9.  Committee  Membership.  The  Group’s 
membership  will  be  balanced  to  be  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  retail  gasoline  industry, 
and  will  Include  persons  representing  a  vari¬ 
ety  of  types  of  operations,  various  geo¬ 
graphical  regions,  and  businesses  with  a 
range  of  gallonages  sold. 

[FR  Doc.74-11947  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CITY  OF  LONG  BEACH  AND  CRESCENT 
TERMINALS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreements  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ments  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D  C.  20573,  on  or  before  June  13,  1974. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreements  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreements  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by : 

Mr.  Leslie  E.  Still,  Jr.,  Deputy  City  Attorney 

City  of  Long  Beach 

Suite  600,  City  Hall 

Long  Beach,  California  90802 

Agreement  No.  T-2800-1,  between  the 
City  of  Long  Beach  (City)  and  Crescent 
Terminals,  Inc.  (Crescent),  modifies  the 
parties’  basic  agreement  providing  for  a 
seven-year  nonexclusive  preferential 
assignment  to  Crescent  of  certain  areas 
at  Pier  F,  Long  Beach,  California  to  be 
operated  as  a  public  marine  terminal. 
The  purpose  of  the  modification  is  to: 
(1)  Provide  for  the  agreement’s  com¬ 
mencement  on  August  1,  1973  and  ter¬ 
mination  on  June  30,  1980;  (2)  provide 
for  Crescent’s  $280,800  minimum  obliga¬ 
tion  for  each  of  the  first  two  12  month 


periods;  (3)  provide  for  a  credit  against 
Crescent’s  minimum  for  the  first  period 
for  all  tariff  charges  accruing  during  the 
month  of  July,  1973,  pursuant  to  oper¬ 
ations  conducted  by  Crescent  under  FMC 
Agreement  No.  T-2394;  and  (4)  provide 
for  renegotiation  of  both  Crescent’s 
minimum  obligation  and  the  percentage 
of  apportionment  of  revenues  for  each  of 
the  last  5  years  of  this  agreement. 

By  Order  of  The  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  May  21,  1974. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

]FR  Doc.74-12011  Filed  5-23-74,8:45  am] 


DAVIS  VAN  &  STORAGE,  INC. 
Revocation  of  Freight  Forwarder  License 

By  letter  dated  April  10,  1974,  Davis 
Van  &  Storage,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  112, 
Davis,  California  95616  was  advised  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  that 
Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  1151-R  would  be  automati¬ 
cally  revoked  or  suspended  unless  a  valid 
surety  bond  was  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  May  8,  1974. 

Section  44(c) ,  Shipping  Act,  1916,  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarder  license  shall  remain  in  force 
unless  a  valid  bond  is  in  .  effect  and  on 
file  with  the  Commission.  Rule  510.9  of 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  4,  further  provides  that  a  license 
will  be  automatically  revoked  or  sus¬ 
pended  for  failure  of  a  licensee  to  main¬ 
tain  a  valid  bond  on  file. 

Davis  Van  &  Storage,  Inc.  has  failed 
to  furnish  a  valid  surety  bond. 

By  virtue  of  authority  vested  in  me 
by  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  as 
set  forth  in  Manual  of  Orders.  Commis¬ 
sion  Order  No.  1  (revised)  §  7.04(g) 
(dated  9/15/73) ; 

It  is  ordered,  that  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  1151-R 
be  returned  to  the  Commission  for 
cancellation. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
1151-R  of  Davis  Van  &  Storage,  Inc.  be 
and  is  hereby  revoked  effective  May  8. 
1974. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Davis  Van  & 
Storage,  Inc. 

Aaron  W.  Reese, 
Managing  Director. 
[FR  Doc.74-12012  Filed  5  23-74; 8: 45  am| 


PORT  OF  PORTLAND  AND  HANDCOR,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.73.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreements  at  the 
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Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ments  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  June  13,  1974. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreements  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreements  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Milton  A.  Mowat,  Manager 
Regulatory  Affairs 
Port  of  Portland 
Box  3529 

Portland,  Oregon  97208 

Agreement  No.  T-2765-1,  between  the 
Port  of  Portland  (Port)  and  Handcor, 
Inc.  (a  corporation  comprised  of  Jones 
Oregon  Stevedoring  Co.,  Brady-Hamilton 
Stevedore  Co.,  Portland  Stevedoring  Co., 


and  Western  Stevedoring  &  Terminal 
Corp.)  (Handcor)  modifies  the  basic 
agreement  between  the  parties  whereby 
Handcor  is  to  perform  the  services  of 
stuffing  and  unstuffing  all  containers 
and  the  boarding  and  deboarding  of  all 
general  cargo  at  the  Port’s  Terminal  No. 
2.  The  purpose  of  the  modification  is  to 
permit  Handcor  to  extend  its  services  to 
the  Port’s  Terminal  No.  1,  excepting,  at 
the  Port’s  option,  certain  facilities  as 
more  specifically  described  in  this  mod¬ 
ification.  Provision  is  also  made  for 
Handcor  to  perform  all  rail  car  loading 
and  unloading  at  the  Port’s  Terminals 
No.  1  and  No.  2,  again  excepting,  at  the 
Port’s  option,  certain  facilities.  Handcor 
shall  bill  Port  for  the  applicable  rail  car 
loading  and  unloading  rates  as  published 
in  Port’s  Marine  Terminal  Tariff.  By 
Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dated:  May  21, 1974. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12010  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  RI74^223.  etc.] 

RATE  CHANGES;  CERTAIN  COMPANIES 
Hearings,  etc.1 

May  16,  1974. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set 
forth  in  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable. 


'Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 

Appendix  A 


unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  fn  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and 
that  the  supplements  herein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  be  deferred  as 
ordered  below. 

The  Commission  order:  (A)  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining  there¬ 
to  [18  CFR,  Chapter  I],  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Un¬ 
til”  column.  Each  of  these  supplements 
shall  become  effective,  subject  to  refund, 
as  of  the  expiration  of  the  suspension 
period  without  any  further  action  by  the 
Respondent  or  by  the  Commission.  Each 
Respondent  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  procedure  required  by  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Docket  Respondent 

No. 

Rate 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

Amount 

of 

annual 

increase 

Date 

filing 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

suspended 

Date 

Cents  per  Mcf* 

Rate  in 
effect  sub- 

until— 

Rate  in  Proposed 
effect  increased 

rate 

refund  in 
dockets 
Nos. 

RI74-223..  Amoco  Production  Co _ .. 

1 594 

<4 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Basin 
Dakota  Field,  Rio  Arriba 
County,  N.  Mex.,  San  Juan 
Basin  Sub  Area)  (Rocky  Moun¬ 
tain  Area). 

54,752 

4-15-74  . 

6-16-74 

•24.0 

*28.5 

RI74-4 . do..... . ^ . ; 

>596 

4 

Western  Transmission  Corp; 
(Deep  Creek  Field,  Carbon 
County,  Wyo.,  Uinta-Green 
River  Basin  Sub  Area)  (Rocky 
Mountain  Area). 

2,563 

4-15-74 

4-16-74 

25.63  **26.6552 

RI74-4. 

Rn4-224..;.;..do....:.:.5r.-..ar.;.s 

>593 

•7 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (South 
Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs  Field, 
Rio  Arriba  County,  N.  Mex.. 
San  Juan  Basin  Sub  Area) 
(Rocky  Mountain  Area). 

11,286 

4-15-74  . 

6-16-74 

•24.0 

•28.5 

RI74-225..  Phillips  Petroleum  Co ......s 

•517 

1 

Western  Transmission  Corp. 
(Deep  Creek  Field,  Carbon 
County,  Wyo.,  Uinta-Green 
River  Basin  Sub  Area)  (Rocky 
Mountain  Area). 

6,277 

4-15-74  . 

6-16-74 

23.75 

•*26.0 

RI74-226..  The  Superior  Oil  Co....;.;: 

75 

T 

West  Texas  Gathering  Co.  (South 
Hermit  Field,  Winkler  County, 
Texas)  (Permian  Basin). 

22,712 

4-15-74  . 

10-16-74 

*  •  22.8  T  •  29. 10875 

RI74-227..  Skelly  Oil  Co.:.;;-.^.;.;-^ 

257 

6 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of 
America  (Haley  Unit,  Evetts 
Field,  Loving  &  Winkler  Coun¬ 
ties,  Texas)  (Permian  Basin). 

720 

4-17-74  . 

11-21-74 

•*36.5 

•36.9 

'Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  Is  15.026  psia.  •  Applies  to  gas  covered  by  Supplement  No.  5  only; 

i  Basic  contract  dated  after  October  1, 1958.  1  Does  not  Include  applicable  upward  quality  adjustments  of  approximately  2.334/ 

*  Applies  to  gas  oovered  by  Supplement  No.  S  only;  Mcf. 

*  Subject  to  upward  or  downward  Btu  adjustment  from  a  base  of  1,000  Btu.  •  The  pressure  base  Is  14.85  psia. 

•  Includes  a  double  amount  of  the  contractually  due  tax  reimbursement.  •  Subject  to  quality  adjustments  pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  66*; 

•  Inclusive  of  Btu  adjustment; 
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The  proposed  increases  of  Amoco  Produc¬ 
tion  Company  under  its  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  606  and  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 
include  a  double  amount  of  the  contractually 
due  tax  reimbursement  for  the  2.0  percent 
increase  in  the  Wyoming  severance  tax  in 
order  to  recoup  taxes  on  past  production. 
After  tax  reimbursement  on  past  production 
has  been  recovered,  a  rate  decrease  must  be 
filed  by  the  producers  so  that  they  collect 
only  the  contractually  due  tax  reimburse¬ 
ment.  Amoco's  increase  reflects  only  tax  re¬ 
imbursement,  and  since  its  underlying  rate 
is  effective  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI74—4,  the  tax  increase  is  suspended  for 
one  day  from  the  date  of  filing  in  that  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Phillips’  increase  reflects  an  increase 
in  its  base  rate,  in  addition  to  an  increase 
in  tax  reimbursement,  and,  as  a  result,  it 
is  suspended  for  one  day  from  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  sixty  day  notice  period. 

The  other  proposed  rate  increases  exceed 
the  applicable  area  ceiling  rate  under  Order 
No.  435,  and  are  suspended  for  one  day. 

IFR  Doc.74-11859  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  E-7530] 

LONG  ISLAND  LIGHTING  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

May  17, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  2,  1974,  Long 
Island  Lighting  Company  (applicant), 
filed  an  Application  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  pursuant  to  Section  204  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  seeking  authority  to 
increase  to  $100  million  the  amount  of 
short-term  unsecured  promissory  notes, 
including  commercial  paper  which  it  may 
have  outstanding  at  any  one  time.  Ap¬ 
plicant  also  requests  that  the  final  issue 
dates  on  the  notes  be  extended  to  on  or 
before  December  31,  1975,  and  the  final 
maturity  date  be  extended  to  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1976.  Applicant  further  requests 
that  the  issuance  of  these  securities  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  exempt  from  the  requirements 
of  competitive  bidding. 

The  Commission  authorized  the  is¬ 
suance  of  short-term  unsecured  promis¬ 
sory  notes  by  the  applicant  in  its  Orders 
dated  May  7,  1970,  and  June  25,  1973, 
Docket  No.  E-7530.  In  that  docket  the 
Commission  authorized  the  issuance  of 
$85  million  in  promissory  notes  ( $60  mil¬ 
lion  promissory  notes  and  $25  million 
commercial  paper)  with  a  final  issue  date 
of  December  31, 1974  and  a  final  maturity 
date  of  September  30,  1975.  The  Com¬ 
mission,  by  its  Supplemental  Order  in 
Docket  No.  E-7530  issued  June  25,  1973, 
found  that  the  proposed  issuance  of 
similar  securities  aggregating  $85  million 
to  be  exempt  from  the  competitive  bid¬ 
ding  requirements  of  §  34.1a  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission’s  Regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  New  York  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  250  Old  Coun¬ 
try  Road,  Mineola,  New  York  11501. 

The  interest  rate  applicable  to  the 
promissory  notes  will  be  an  annual  rate 
equal  to  the  prime  rate  of  each  lending 
bank  to  substantial  and  responsible  com¬ 
mercial  borrowers.  The  interest  rate  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  commercial  paper  will  be 
the  rate  in  effect  at  the  time  of  issuance, 
to  be  determined  in  the  manner  custom¬ 
ary  for  commercial  paper.  The  promis¬ 


sory  notes  will  each  mature  not  more 
than  nine  months  from  the  date  of  is¬ 
suance.  The  maturity  of  the  commercial 
paper  will  vary  but  in  no  event  will  any 
of  the  commercial  paper  mature  more 
than  nine  months  after  issuance. 

The  proceeds  will  be  used  to  reimburse 
the  treasury  of  the  applicant  to  finance 
expenditures  against  which  other  securi¬ 
ties  have  not  as  yet  been  issued  and  for 
construction  purposes. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  May  24, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10) .  The  application  is  on  file  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11952  FUed  5-23-74;  8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-108] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  UNE  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time  and 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

May  17,  1974. 

On  May  16,  1974,  Staff  Counsel  filed  a 
motion  for  a  further  extension  of  the 
procedural  dates  fixed  by  notice  issued 
April  1,  1974,  in  the  above-designated 
matter.  The  motion  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  dates  were  agreed  upon  by  all 
participants  of  the  conferences  and  also 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  are  fur¬ 
ther  modified  as  follows: 

Prehearing  Conference  Reconvene,  June  10, 
1974  (10:00  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Service  of  rebuttal  by  all  parties  except  Pan¬ 
handle,  June  17,  1974. 

Service  of  rebuttal  by  Panhandle,  June  21, 
1974. 

Cross-examination,  June  24,  1974  (10:00  a  m. 
e.d.t.) . 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11953  FUed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

[Project  No.  696-Utah] 

UTAH  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Staff  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  the  captioned 
Project,  that  on  May  22,  1974,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  §  2.81(b)  of  Commission  Order 
No.  415-C,  a  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  prepared  by  the  Staff  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  was  made 
available  for  comments.  This  statement 
deals  with  an  application  for  minor  li¬ 
cense  filed  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act  by  Utah  Power  &  Light  Company  for 
its  constructed  American  Fork  Creek 
Project  No.  696. 

This  statement  has  been  circulated  for 
comments  to  Federal,  State  and  local 
agencies,  has  been  placed  in  the  public 


files  of  the  Commission,  and  is  available 
for  public  Inspection  both  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Public  Information, 
Room  1000,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE„  Washington,  D.C.  20426  and  at  its 
San  Francisco  Regional  Office  located  at 
555  Battery  Street,  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia  94111.  Copies  may  be  ordered 
from  the  Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

The  project  is  located  on  American 
Fork  Creek,  Utah  County,  Utah  and  af¬ 
fecting  lands  of  the  United  States  within 
Uinta  National  Forest. 

The  project  consists  of  a  concrete  over¬ 
flow  type  diversion  dam,  a  steel  pipe  con¬ 
duit  and  a  brick  powerhouse  with  one 
950  kw  generating  unit. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  do  so  may 
file  comments  on  the  staff  draft  state¬ 
ment  for  the  Commission’s  considera¬ 
tion.  All  comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  6,  1974. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  present  evi¬ 
dence  regarding  environmental  matters 
in  this  proceeding  must  file  with  the 
Commission  a  petition  to  intervene  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  1.8  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure.  Peti¬ 
tioners  must  also  file  timely  comments 
on  the  draft  statement  in  accordance 
with  §  2.81(c)  of  Order  No.  415-C. 

All  petitions  to  intervene  must  be  filed 
on  or  before  July  6,  1974. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11949  FUed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7855] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO. 

Notice  Postponing  Hearing 

May  17,  1974. 

On  May  7,  1974,  a  notice  was  issued 
fixing  a  hearing  for  May  21,  1974,  in  the 
above-designated  matter.  Due  to  the  un¬ 
availability  of  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  on  that  date,  it  is  necessary  to 
change  the  date  of  the  hearing. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
in  the  above  matter  is  postponed  to  May 
31,  1974,  at  10:00  a.m.  (e.d.t.). 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11956  FUed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI74— 290] 

TERRA  RESOURCES,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  Postponing  Hearing 

May  17, 1974. 

On  May  7, 1974,  a  notice  was  issued  fix¬ 
ing  a  hearing  for  May  22,  1974,  in  the 
above-designated  matter.  Due  to  the  un¬ 
availability  of  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  on  that  date,  it  is  necessary  to 
change  the  date  of  the  hearing. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above  matter  is  postponed  to 
May  30, 1974,  at  9:00  a.m.  (e.d.t.). 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11955  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  CI74-530,  etc.] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  EXPLORATION  CO., 

ET  AL 

Order  Granting  Interventions,  Consolidat¬ 
ing  Proceedings,  and  Setting  Date  for 

Hearing 

May  17, 1974. 

Texas  Eastern  Exploration  Company, 
CI74-530;  Louisiana  Land  Offshore  Ex¬ 
ploration  Company,  Inc.,  CI7 4-550; 
Texas  Eastern  Exploration  Co.,  CI74- 
552;  Louisiana  Land  and  Exploration 
Company,  CI7 4-568;  Signal  Oil  and  Gas 
Company,  CI74-590. 

On  April  5,  1974,  Louisiana  Land  Off¬ 
shore  Exploration  Company,  Inc.,  (Off¬ 
shore)  and  on  April  8,  1974,  Texas  East¬ 
ern  Exploration  Co.  (Exploration)  filed 
applications  pursuant  to  sections  4  and 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,1 * 3  and  §  2.75 s  of 
the  Commission’s  general  policy  state¬ 
ments,  the  optional  procedure  for  certif¬ 
icating  new  producer  sales  of  natural  gas 
set  forth  in  Order  No.  455,*  (hereinafter 
§  2.75)  for  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  from  their  respective  inter¬ 
ests  in  Eugene  Island  Block  349,  offshore 
Louisiana,  to  Texas  Eastern  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation  (Transmission) .  Explo¬ 
ration  and  Transmission  are  affiliated. 

Also  pursuant  to  §  2.75,  on  April  12, 
1974,  Louisiana  Land  and  Exploration 
Company  (LL&E)  and  on  April  19,  1974, 
Signal  Oil  and  Gas  Company  (Signal) 
filed  applications  for  authorization  of 
sales  from  their  respective  interests  in 
East  Cameron  Block  321  to  Transmis¬ 
sion. 

The  proposed  sales  by  Offshore  and 
Exploration  will  be  made  under  con¬ 
tracts  dated  February  28,  1974,  and 
March  19,  1974,  respectively,  each  pro¬ 
viding  for  an  initial  rate  of  60  cents  per 
Mcf  plus  2  cents  per  Mcf  annual  esca¬ 
lation,  Btu  adjustment,  100  percent  re¬ 
imbursement  of  any  new  or  additional 
taxes,  and  an  area  rate  clause  that  will 
be  waived  upon  acceptance  of  a  certifi¬ 
cate.  The  Offshore  contract  also  requests 
pregranted  abandonment  authorization. 

LL&E  and  Signal  filed  identical  con¬ 
tracts  dated  January  28,  1974,  providing 
for  an  initial  rate  of  60  cents  per  Mcf 
with  2  cents  per  year  per  Mcf  escalation, 
reimbursement  of  y8  of  all  new  or  ad¬ 
ditional  taxes,  an  area  rate  clause  which 
will  be  waived  upon  acceptance  of  a 
satisfactory  certificate,  and  a  request 
for  pregranted  abandonment. 

Interventions  were  filed  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Public  Gas  Association  in  Docket 
Nos.  CI74-552  and  CI74-550,  and  by 
Transmission  in  Docket  No.  CI74-550. 
The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
State  of  New  York  (NYPSC)  filed,  in 
each  docket,  a  notice  of  intervention  and 


1 15  U.S.C.  717,  et  seq.  (1970) . 

*  18  C.F.R.  2.75. 

3  Statement  Of  Policy  Relating  To  Optional 
Procedure  For  Certificating  New  Producer 
Sales  Sales  Of  Natural  Gas,  Docket  No.  R-441, 
48  F.P.C.  218  (issued  August  3,  1972),  appeal 
pending  sub  nom.  John  E.  Moss,  et  al.  v. 
F.P.C,  No.  72-1837  (D.C.  Clr.) . 


a  request  for  a  hearing.  Consequently, 
we  find  a  hearing  is  necessary  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  will  be 
served  by  certificating  these  sales  and 
whether  the  proposed  rate  is  just  and 
reasonable. 

In  Order  No.  455,  Statement  of  Policy 
Relating  To  Optional  Procedure  For 
Certificating  New  Producer  Sales  Of 
Natural  Gas,  48  FPC  218  (18  CFR  2.75) 
issued  August  3,  1972,  we  stated  (id. 
229) : 

We  believe  that  each  contract  filed  under 
the  alternative  procedure  must  be  considered 
on  the  merits  of  the  terms  and  provisions 
within  each  contract.  There  certainly  must 
be  some  evidentiary  basis  proffered  by  the 
seller-applicant  upon  which  we  can  Judge 
whether  the  contract  rate  Is  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable.  We  will,  absent  a  showing  of  special 
circumstance,  accept  as  conclusive  the  cost 
findings  embodied  In  our  area  rate  decisions, 
as  such  may  be  supplemented  from  time  to 
time  by  appropriate  Commission  order. 

Of  course,  the  “evidentiary  basis  prof¬ 
fered  by  the  seller-applicant”  must  begin 
with  cost  evidence.  Cost  evidence  is  the 
keystone  of  the  concept  of  “just  and  rea¬ 
sonable”,  and  about  which  the  evidence 
to  be  proffered  must  be  constructed, 
City  of  Detroit  v.  F.P.C.,  230  F.  2d  810, 
818  (1955),  cert,  denied,  352  U.S.  829 
(1956).  It  follows  then,  that  the  seller- 
applicant  should  introduce  relevant  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  cost  of  the  particular  project 
for  which  certification  is  sought.  Such 
evidence  shall  be  deemed  to  constitute 
the  “special  circumstance”  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  together  with  all  other  material 
evidence  which  would  support  a  finding 
of  a  just  and  reasonable  rate  in  excess 
of  the  applicable  area  rate. 

For  the  applicant  to  carry  its  burden 
of  proof  as  to  the  justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  proposed  rate,  it  must 
establish,  by  credible  and  relevant  evi¬ 
dence,  (1)  the  direct  and  indirect  costs, 
including  the  cost  of  capital  funds  to  be 
invested,  reasonably  anticipated  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  drilling  program  on 
the  leases  dedicated  herein;  (2)  the  re¬ 
serves  reasonably  anticipated  as  recover¬ 
able;  and  (3)  the  deliverability  reason¬ 
ably  anticipated. 

Cost  findings  from  the  latest  area  rate 
decision  may  be  incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence  in  this  proceeding  and  may  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  relevant  evidence  in  deter¬ 
mining  a  just  and  reasonable  rate.  Sting¬ 
ray  Pipeline  Company,  et  al.,  Opinion  No. 
693,  Docket  No.  CP73-27,  et  al.,  issued 
May  6, 1974. 

This  hearing  is  not  the  proper  forum 
for  the  relitigation  of  the  propriety  of 
the  §  2.75  procedures;  that  matter  is  now 
before  the  Court  of  Appeals,  see  n.  3, 
supra.  This  hearing  will  be  addressed 
solely  to  the  issues  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  the  justness  and  rea¬ 
sonableness  of  the  particular  sales  and 
rates  herein  proposed. 

Those  parties  and  intervenors  desir¬ 
ing  to  submit  cost  and  non-cost  data 
should  structure  their  evidence  to  reflect 
the  tests  under  §  2.75  for  determining  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the  rate 
sought. 


No  intervenor  has  questioned  Trans¬ 
mission’s  need  for  the  additional  natural 
gas  supplies  that  will  be  available  to  it 
as  a  result  of  these  purchases. 

Since  these  applications  all  involve  off¬ 
shore  Southern  Louisiana  sales  at  the 
same  price  to  the  same  pipeline,  the 
Commission  concludes  that  the  ultimate 
disposition  of  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceedings  would  be  best  accomplished  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding.  By  order  is¬ 
sued  May  15,  1974,  we  set  for  hearing  a 
§  2.75  application  in  Docket  No.  CI74-530 
involving  another  offshore  sale  by  Ex¬ 
ploration  to  its  affiliate,  Transmission, 
with  an  initial  rate  of  50  cents  per  Mcf. 
Since  this  sale  is  also  offshore,  involves 
the  same  seller  and  buyer,  the  NYPSC 
also  requested  a  hearing  therein,  we 
deem  it  proper  to  consolidate  Docket  No. 
CI74-530  with  the  applications  presented 
herein  for  the  purposes  of  hearing  and 
disposition.  The  procedural  dates  set 
forth  in  our  May  15,  1974,  order  relating 
to  Docket  No.  CI74-530  will  be  changed 
as  hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  in  the  public 
interest  that  the  above-docketed  pro¬ 
ceedings  be  consolidated  and  set  for 
hearing. 

(2)  It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public 
interest  that  the  above-named  peti¬ 
tioners  be  permitted  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4, 
5,  7, 14,  and  16  thereof,  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the 
Regulations  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  Docket  Nos.  CI74- 
550,  CI74-552,  CI74-568,  and  CI74-590 
are  set  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  and 
disposition. 

(B)  A  public  hearing  on  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  application  herein  shall  be 
held  commencing  on  July  1,  1974,  10:00 
A.M.  (e.d.t.)  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Law  Judge  to  be  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  Chief  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing 
in  this  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(D)  Applicants  and  any  intervenor 
supporting  the  applications  shall  file  their 
direct  testimony  and  evidence  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  31,  1974.  All  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  shall  be  served  upon  the  Presiding 
Judge,  the  Commission  Staff,  and  all 
parties  to  this  proceeding. 

(E)  The  Commission  Staff,  and  any 
intervenor  opposing  the  applications, 
shall  file  their  direct  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  on  or  before  June  14, 1974.  All  testi¬ 
mony  and  evidence  shall  be  served  upon 
the  Presiding  Judge,  and  all  other  parties 
to  this  proceeding. 

(F)  All  rebuttal  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
June  21,  1974.  All  parties  submitting  re¬ 
buttal  testimony  and  evidence  shall 
serve  such  testimony  upon  the  Presiding 
Judge,  the  Commission  Staff,  and  all 
other  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
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(G)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
this  Commission;  Provided,  however. 
That  the  participation  of  such  inter- 
venors  shall  be  limited  to  matters  affect¬ 
ing  asserted  rights  and  interest  as  spe¬ 
cifically  set  forth  in  said  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene;  and  Provided,  further. 
That  the  admission  of  such  interest  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  it  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(H)  The  contract  between  Offshore 
and  Transmission  dated  February  28, 
1974,  is  accepted  for  filing  as  of  the  date 
of  initial  delivery  and  designated  as 
Louisiana  Land  Offshore  Exploration 
Company,  Inc.  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  1. 

(I)  The  contract  between  Exploration 
and  Transmission  dated  March  19,  1974, 
is  accepted  for  filing  as  of  the  date  of  ini¬ 
tial  delivery  and  designated  as  Texas 
Eastern  Exploration  Co.  F.P.C.  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  5. 

(J)  The  contract  between  LL&E  and 
Transmission  dated  January  28,  1974,  is 
accepted  for  filing  as  of  the  date  of  ini¬ 
tial  delivery  and  designated  as  Louisiana 
Land  &  Exploration  Company  F.P.C.  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  15. 

(K)  The  contract  between  Signal  and 
Transmission  dated  January  28,  1974,  is 
accepted  for  filing  as  of  the  date  of  ini¬ 
tial  delivery  and  designated  as  Signal  Oil 
and  Gas  Company  F.P.C.  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  38. 

By  the  Commission.1 

I  seal  1  Mart  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11951  Filed  6-23-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-94] 

VALLEY  GAS  TRANSMISSION,  INC. 

Further  Extension  of  Time  and 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

May  17,  1974. 

On  May  15,  1974,  Iroquois  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  filed  a  request  for  a  further  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  procedural  dates  as  fixed  by 
notice  issued  May  3,  1974,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter.  The  motion  states 
that  there  is  no  objection  by  any  of  the 
parties. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  are 
further  modified  as  follows; 

Service  of  prepared  testimony  and  exhibits  by 
interveners.  May  31, 1974. 

Service  of  rebuttal  evidence  by  Valley,  June 
14,  1974. 

Prehearing  Conference,  June  25,  1974  (10:00 
a.m.,  e.d.t.). 

Hearing,  to  commence  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  Prehearing  Conference. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-11954  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


1  Commissioner  Smith,  dissenting,  filed  a 
separate  statement  as  part  of  the  original 

document. 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

DETROITB ANK  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

DETROITBANK  Corporation,  Detroit, 
Michigan,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  Detroit  Bank- 
Livonia,  Livonia,  Michigan,  a  proposed 
new  bank.  The  factors  that  are  consid¬ 
ered  in  acting  on  the  application  are  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  June  12, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  16, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11985  Filed  6-23-74;8:45  ami 


MORAMERICA  FINANCIAL  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

MorAmerica  Financial  Corporation, 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  (“MorAmerica”) ,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)  (5)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(5))  to 
merge  with  Bezanson  Investments,  Inc., 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  ("Bezanson”),  un¬ 
der  the  charter  and  name  of  Mor¬ 
America.  Both  MorAmerica  and  Bezan¬ 
son  are  bank  holding  companies  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act.  The  factors  that  are  consid¬ 
ered  in  acting  on  the  application  are  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

MorAmerica  is  also  engaged  in  the 
following  nonbank  activities:  Morris 
Plan  financing,  small  business  invest¬ 
ment,  mortgage  lending,  personal  prop¬ 
erty  leasing,  the  travel  agency  business, 
and  real  estate  development.  In  addition, 
Bezanson  is  engaged  in  the  activities  of 
a  general  insurance  agency.  In  addition 
to  the  factors  considered  under  section  3 
of  the  Act  (banking  factors)  the  Board 
will  consider  the  proposal  in  the  light  of 
the  company's  nonbanking  activities  and 
the  provisions  and  prohibitions  in  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843) . 

The  application  may  be  Inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  In 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  June  11, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  14, 1974. 

[seal]  Elizabeth  L.  Carmichael, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11986  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


CHEMICAL  NEW  YORK  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  The 
Galbreath  Mortgage  Company 

Chemical  New  York  Corporation,  New 
York,  New  York,  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval,  under  section  4(c) 
(8)  of  the  Act  and  section  225.4(b)  (2) 
of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y,  to  acquire 
all  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  Galbreath 
Mortgage  Company  (“Galbreath”),  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio,  a  company  that  engages 
in  the  activities  of  originating,  placing, 
and  servicing  of  loans  on  commercial, 
residential  and  income  producing  prop¬ 
erty;  acting  as  agent  with  regard  to 
credit  accident  and  health  insurance 
directly  related  to  its  extensions  of 
credit;  making  equity  investments  in 
corporations  designed  to  promote  com¬ 
munity  welfare;  and  providing  data 
processing  services.  Such  activities  have 
been  determined  by  the  Board  to  be 
closely  related  to  banking  (12  CFR  225.4 
(a)  (1),  (3),  (7),  (8),  and  (9)). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views  on  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  factors,  has  been  duly  pub¬ 
lished  (39  FR  10942).  The  time  for  filing 
comments  and  views  has  expired,  and 
none  has  been  timely  received.  The 
Board  has  considered  this  application  in 
light  of  the  factors  set  forth  in  section 
4(c)(8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)). 

Applicant,  the  fourth  largest  bank 
holding  company  in  New  York  State, 
controls  seven  subsidiary  banks  with 
aggregate  deposits  of  $9.6  billion,1  repre¬ 
senting  approximately  8.7  percent  of 
total  deposits  in  commercial  banks  in  the 
State.  Applicant  also  controls  two  non¬ 
bank  subsidiaries,  ChemLease  which  en¬ 
gages  in  leasing  equipment  on  a  full- 
payout  basis,  and  Chemical  Realty  which 
engages  in  certain  mortgage  banking 
activities.  Applicant,  through  its  lead 
bank,  Chemical  Bank  (“Bank"),  New 
York,  New  York,  and  its  six  other  sub¬ 
sidiary  banks,  engages  in  mortgage  bank¬ 
ing  operations.  In  1972,  Bank  had  mort¬ 
gage  originations  of  approximately  $209 
million,  which  were  secured  by  proper¬ 
ties  in  seventeen  States.  Chemical 
Realty,  which  was  established  de  novo  by 
Applicant  in  August  1972,  has  one  office 
located  in  New  York  City,  and  engages 
primarily  in  construction  lending  and 
the  permanent  financing  of  income  pro¬ 
ducing  properties.  In  its  first  year  of 
operation.  Chemical  Realty  extended 
commitments  for  construction  loans  and 
mortgages  of  approximately  $208  mil¬ 
lion,  in  eighteen  States  and  Puerto  Rico. 

Galbreath,  with  total  assets  of  $32.8 
million  as  of  September  30,  1973,  is  the 
nation’s  54th  largest  mortgage  banking 
company  based  on  its  mortgage  servicing 
portfolio  of  approximately  $463  million 
(as  of  June  30, 1973) .  Galbreath  operates 
a  general  mortgage  banking  business 
through  offices  located  in  nine  cities  in 
the  States  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan 
and  Pennsylvania.  Galbreath  also  acts 


1 AU  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1973. 
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as  agent  with  regard  to  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance  directly  related  to 
its  extensions  of  credit;  makes  excess 
computer  time  available  to  others;  and 
holds  equity  interests  in  low-income 
housing  projects  designed  primarily  to 
promote  community  welfare. 

Both  Applicant,  through  its  subsidi¬ 
aries,  and  Galbreath  engage  in  the  origi¬ 
nation  of  1-4  family  residential  mort¬ 
gages,  construction  loans,  and  loans  on 
income-producing  property.  Applicant 
indirectly  originates  mortgages  on  1-4 
family  residences  in  the  New  York  City 
Metropolitan  market,  and  the  Rochester, 
Buffalo,  Glens  Falls  and  Syracuse  resi¬ 
dential  mortgage  markets;  while  Gal¬ 
breath  competes  for  mortgages  on  1-4 
family  residences  in  the  nine  cities*  in 
which  its  offices  ,are  located.  Thus,  al¬ 
though  both  Applicant  and  Galbreath 
originate  1-4  family  residential  mort¬ 
gages,  they  do  so  in  separate  markets, 
and  there  is  no  significant  existing  com¬ 
petition  between  them  with  respect  to 
this  activity. 

Applicant  indirectly  engages  in  the 
origination  of,  or  participation  in  con¬ 
struction  loans  in  26  States  and  Puerto 
Rico,  including  six  States  where  Gal¬ 
breath  engages  in  this  form  of  lending.* 
It  is  estimated  that  upon  consummation 
of  this  proposal.  Applicant  would  have 
less  than  1.3  percent  of  the  total  con¬ 
struction  loans  in  five  of  these  six  States, 
and  would  have  about  3.5  percent  of  such 
loans  in  Ohio.  It  appears  that  the  amount 
of  existing  competition  which  would  be 
eliminated  by  this  acquisition  is  not  sig¬ 
nificant  in  view  of  the  regional  nature 
of  the  mariiet  for  this  lending  activity 
and  the  large  number  of  alternative 
sources  of  construction  loans. 

Both  Applicant  and  Galbreath  origi¬ 
nate  loans  on  income -producing  property 
in  the  States  of  Florida,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Tennessee.  Galbreath 
had  total  originations  on  income-produc¬ 
ing  property  of  approximately  $125  mil¬ 
lion  in  1972,  while  Applicant’s  subsidi¬ 
aries  together  originated  approximately 
$109  million  of  such  loans.  Applicant  and 
Galbreath  each  originate  only  about  0.2 
percent  of  the  total  mortgages  secured 
by  income-producing  properties  in  the 
nation.  The  elimination  of  this  existing 
competition  is  not  regarded  as  significant 
in  view  of  the  numerous  competitors  in 
the  relevant  market,  which  is  at  least 
regional  in  scope. 

Consummation  of  this  proposal  would 
eliminate  some  future  competition  in 
mortgage  banking  inasmuch  as  Appli¬ 
cant  already  operates  in  every  State  in 
which  Galbreath  operates  and  could  ex¬ 
pand  its  activities  in  these  States.  The 
Board  is  of  the  view,  however,  that  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application  would  not  have 
any  significant  adverse  effects  on  future 


■The  offices  are  located  in:  Cincinnati,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Cleveland,  Dayton,  Warren  and 
Akron,  Ohio;  Indianapolis,  Indiana;  Orand 
Rapids,  Michigan;  and  Pittsburgh,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

■Florida,  Indiana,  Michigan,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania. 


competition  with  regard  to  the  relevant 
residential  mortgage  markets  due  to  the 
large  number  of  alternative  sources  for 
such  mortgages.  Nor  is  approval  of  the 
application  viewed  as  having  any  signifi¬ 
cant  adverse  effects  on  future  competi¬ 
tion  with  regard  to  construction  loans 
and  loans  on  income-producing  property 
in  view  of  the  large  number  of  alterna¬ 
tive  sources  for  such  loans,  the  broad 
character  of  the  markets  for  these  types 
of  lending,  and  the  large  number  of  other 
potential  entrants  into  the  relevant  mar¬ 
ket  areas. 

Following  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition,  Applicant  will  provide 
Galbreath  with  an  additional  $6  million 
in  capital  over  the  next  five  years,  which 
will  enable  Galbreath  to  expand  its 
available  bank  lines  of  credit,  increase 
the  volume  of  its  mortgage  originations, 
and  expand  its  residential  and  construc¬ 
tion  financing  activities.  It  is  also  ex¬ 
pected  that  Galbreath  will  expand  its 
operations  by  opening  offices  in  addi¬ 
tional  cities.  It  is  the  Board’s  judgment 
that  consummation  of  the  proposal  would 
bring  positive  benefits  to  the  public  and 
that  such  benefits  outweigh  any  possible 
adverse  effects.  There  is  no  evidence  in 
the  record  indicating  that  consummation 
of  the  proposed  acquisition  would  result 
in  any  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
unsound  banking  practices,  or  other  ad¬ 
verse  effects  on  the  public  interest. 

In  connection  with  its  consideration  of 
this  application,  the  Board  notes  that 
Galbreath  holds  impermissible  equity 
interests  in  several  real  estate  properties 
and  engages  in  real  estate  appraisal  ac¬ 
tivities  for  the  public.  The  Board’s  action 
in  this  matter  is  subject  to  the  condi¬ 
tion  that  Applicant  divest  such  real  estate 
properties  at  the  earliest  possible  date, 
but  in  no  event  later  than  one  year  from 
the  date  of  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posal,  and  terminate  all  appraisal  activi¬ 
ties  for  the  public  prior  to  consummation 
of  the  acquisition. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing  and  other 
considerations  reflected  in  the  record,  the 
Board  has  determined  that  the  balance 
of  the  public  interest  factors  the  Board  is 
required  to  consider  under  section 
4(c)  (8)  is  favorable.  Accordingly,  the 
application  is  hereby  approved.  This 
determination  is  subject  to  the  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  §  225.4(c)  of  Regulation 
Y  and  to  the  Board’s  authority  to  require 
such  modification  or  termination  of  the 
activities  of  a  holding  company  or  any  of 
its  subsidiaries  as  the  Board  finds  neces¬ 
sary  to  assure  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  and  purposes  of  the  Act  and  the 
Board’s  regulations  and  orders  issued 
thereunder,  or  to  prevent  evasion  thereof. 

The  transaction  shall  be  made  not 
later  than  three  months  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  Order,  unless  such 
period  is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the 
Board  or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
New  York. 
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By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  May  17, 1974. 

[seal!  Theordore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
1FR  Doc.74-11973  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


FEDERATED  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Federated  Capital  Corporation,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas,  a  bank  holding  company 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3))  to  ac¬ 
quire  100  percent  of  the  voting  shares 
(less  directors’  qualifying  shares)  of  the 
successor  by  merger  to  The  Guaranty 
State  Bank  of  New  Braunfels,  New 
Braunfels,  Texas  (“Bank”).  The  bank 
into  which  Bank  is  to  be  merged  has  no 
significance  except  as  a  means  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  acquisition  of  the  voting  shares 
of  Bank.  Accordingly,  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  of  shares  of  the  successor  or¬ 
ganization  is  treated  herein  as  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  of  the  shares  of  Bank. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of 
the  Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments 
and  views  has  expired,  and  none  has  been 
timely  received.  The  Board  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  application  in  light  of  the 
factors  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant  controls  four  banks  with  ag¬ 
gregate  deposits  of  $798  million,  rep¬ 
resenting  2.3  percent  of  total  deposits 
in  commercial  banks  in  Texas,  and  is 
the  fifth  largest  banking  organization  in 
the  State.1  Acquisition  of  Bank  ($16.4 
million  in  deposits)  would  not  signifi¬ 
cantly  increase  the  concentration  of 
banking  resources  in  Texas. 

Bank,  the  smaller  of  two  banks  in 
New  Braunfels,  is  the  28th  largest  of  39 
banking  organizations  in  the  San  An¬ 
tonio  banking  market  with  less  than 
one  percent  of  market  deposits.*  Appli¬ 
cant  has  one  banking  subsidiary  com¬ 
peting  in  the  relevant  market,  the  Alamo 
National  Bank  of  San  Antonio  (“Alamo 
Bank”).  Although  this  subsidiary  is  the 
third  largest  banking  organization  in 
the  market  with  deposits  of  about  $207 
million  representing  9.9  percent  of 
market  deposits,  it  is  much  smaller  than 
the  two  largest  banking  organizations 
in  the  market,  which  hold,  respectively, 
about  25  percent  and  17  percent  of  the 
deposits  in  the  market.  Thus,  the  pres¬ 
ent  proposal  would  not  significantly 


‘Voting  for  this  Action:  Vic©  chairman 
Mitchell  and  Governors  Brimmer,  Sheehan, 
Bucher,  Holland  and  Walllch.  Absent  and 
not  voting:  Chairman  Burns. 

1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1973, 
and  reflect  bank  holding  company  forma¬ 
tions  and  acquisitions  approved  through 
April  30, 1974. 

1  The  San  Antonio  SMSA  approximates 
the  relevant  banking  market,  and  Includes 
Bexar,  Comal  and  Guadalupe  Counties. 
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alter  the  banking  structure  in  the  rele¬ 
vant  market.  Furthermore,  Alamo  Bank 
is  located  approximately  32  miles  south¬ 
west  of  Bank,  and  there  does  not  appear 
to  be  significant  existing  competition 
between  the  institutions ;  nor  does  it 
appear  likely  that  such  competition 
would  develop  in  the  future  due  to  the 
distance  separating  the  banks,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  intervening  banks,  and  Texas’s 
branching  law. 

While  Applicant  may  possess  the  re¬ 
sources  to  expand  its  operations  in  the 
relevant  market  through  de  novo  entry. 
Bank  is  not  regarded  as  a  substantial 
competitor  in  the  market  and,  as  a  re¬ 
sult,  Applicant’s  competitive  position  in 
the  market  would  not  be  substantially 
affected  by  the  subject  acquisition. 
Moreover,  numerous  alternative  points 
of  entry  into  the  relevant  market  would 
remain  available  for  other  organizations 
not  presently  in  the  market.  On  the 
basis  of  the  record,  therefore,  the  Board 
concludes  that  consummation  of  the 
proposed  acquisition  would  not  have  a 
significant  adverse  effect  on  existing  or 
potential  competition. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  of  Applicant,  its  subsidiary 
banks,  and  Bank  are  generally  satisfac¬ 
tory  and  consistent  with  approval  of 
the  application.  Although  there  is  no 
evidence  in  the  record  to  indicate  that 
the  banking  needs  of  the  community 
to  be  served  are  not  presently  being  met, 
affiliation  with  Applicant  would  enable 
Bank  to  expand  its  lending  services  to 
meet  the  increased  demand  for  larger 
commercial  loans  and  interim  construc¬ 
tion  financing  needed  to  facilitate  the 
growth  in  recreational  development  in 
portions  of  the  market.  Considerations 
relating  to  the  convenience  and  needs  of 
the  communities  to  be  served,  therefore, 
lend  some  weight  toward  approval  of 
the  application.  It  is  the  Board’s  judg¬ 
ment  that  the  proposed  acquisition 
would  be  in  the  public  interest  and  that 
the  application  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calen¬ 
dar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Order, 
unless  such  period  is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  May  17, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.74-11972  Piled  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


•Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Mitchell,  and  Governors  Brimmer,  Sheehan, 
Bucher,  Holland,  and  Walllch.  Absent  and 
not  voting:  Chairman  Burns. 


FIRST  TENNESSEE  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank  and  and 
Insurance  Activities 

First  Tennessee  National  Corporation, 
Memphis,  Tennessee,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  all  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Pioneer  Bank, 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ). 

First  Tennessee  National  Corporation, 
Memphis,  Tennessee,  has  also  applied, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843 
(c)  (8) )  and  §  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  for  permission  to  acquire 
voting  shares  of  Valley  Company  and 
its  wholly-owned  subsidiary  Oneida  Life 
Insurance  Company,  both  of  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tennessee.  Notice  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  was  published  on  April  19,  1974  in 
Hamilton  County  Herald,  a  newspaper 
circulated  in  Chattanooga,  Tennessee. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the  activity 
of  acting  as  underwriter  with  respect  to 
credit  life  and  accident  and  health  in¬ 
surance  that  directly  related  to  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  credit  by  Pioneer  Bank.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  Individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  of  S  225.4(b) . 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit 
at  the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  should  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  applications  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
June  14,  1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  17,  1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11971  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


TOKAI  BANK,  LTD. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

The  Tokai  Bank,  Ltd.,  Nagoya,  Japan, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  un¬ 
der  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842  (a)  (1))  of 
formation  of  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  99.87  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  Tokai 
Bank  of  California,  Los  Angeles,  Cali¬ 
fornia  (“Bank”),  a  proposed  new  bank. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  Board  has 
considered  the  application  and  all  com¬ 
ments  received  in  light  of  the  factors  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant,  a  Japanese  commercial 
bank  with  total  assets  of  approximately 
$14.3  billion  and  total  deposits  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $11.5  billion,1  is  the  seventh 
largest  commercial  bank  in  Japan.  Ap¬ 
plicant,  the  only  major  Japanese  com¬ 
mercial  bank  headquartered  in  Nagoya, 
has  205  banking  offices  located  through¬ 
out  Japan.  It  also  has  six  overseas  offices, 
including  an  agency  in  Los  Angeles  and 
an  agency  in  New  York  City. 

Bank  proposes  to  be  a  wholesale  bank 
specializing  in  the  financing  of  trade 
between  Japan  and  the  United  States. 
Applicant  has  one  office  in  Los  Angeles, 
but  that  office  is  an  agency  and  is  not 
authorized  to  accept  deposits.  Bank  is 
expected  to  compete  primarily  with 
other  banks  in  California  that  are  con¬ 
trolled  by  Japanese  banks  and,  to  some 
extent,  with  the  larger  California  banks 
having  international  banking  capabili¬ 
ties.  Of  the  four  banks  in  California 
presently  controlled  by  Japanese  banks, 
only  one,  The  Mitsubishi  Bank  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  is  headquartered  in  Los  Angeles. 
The  Bank  of  Toyko  of  California,  The 
Sumitomo  Bank  of  California  and  The 
Sanwa  Bank  of  California  are  all  head¬ 
quartered  in  San  Francisco.*  Based  on 
the  record  before  it,  the  Board  concludes 
that  Bank’s  entry  into  the  Los  Angeles 
area  will  have  no  adverse  effects  on  exist¬ 
ing  or  potential  competition,  nor  would 
it  have  a  significant  effect  on  the  concen¬ 
tration  of  banking  resources  in  any  rele¬ 
vant  area.  Rather,  the  addition  of  Bank 
will  provide  increased  banking  facilities 
and  competition. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  prospects  of  Applicant  and 
Bank  are  regarded  as  satisfactory  and 
consistent  with  approval.  Considerations 
relating  to  the  convenience  and  needs  of 
the  community  to  be  served  lend  some 


1  All  banking  and  financial  data  for  Appli¬ 
cant  are  as  of  March  31,  1973. 

•Each  of  these  banks,  however,  does  have 
branches  in  Los  Angeles. 
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weight  toward  approval,  due  to  the  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  area  of  a  new  bank  and 
another  international  banking  link  to 
Japan. 

In  the  light  of  the  purposes  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  to  maintain  the 
separation  of  banking  from  commerce  in 
the  United  States,  the  Board  has  given 
special  attention  in  previous  bank  hold¬ 
ing  company  applications  by  Japanese 
commercial  banks  *  to  whether  the  ap¬ 
plicant  Japanese  bank  is  linked  in  a 
group  with  its  major  Japanese  customers 
through  interlocking  stock  ownership, 
and  whether  these  commercial  customers 
do  a  significant  business  in  the  United 
States. 

Based  on  the  record  of  this  applica¬ 
tion,  the  Board  has  concluded  at  this 
time  that  Applicant  Is  not  linked  through 
interlocking  stock  ownership  in  a  group 
with  its  major  Japanese  customers.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Board  has  not  found  it 
necessary  in  this  application  to  reach 
the  Issues  of  “control”  present  when  a 
group  of  commercial  companies  are  close¬ 
ly  associated  with  a  Japanese  bank 
through  Interlocking  stock  ownership. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  approved  for  the  reasons  summar¬ 
ized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not  be 
made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order,  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  that  date,  and  (c)  The  Tokai  Bank 
of  California,  Los  Angeles,  California, 
shall  be  opened  for  business  not  later 
than  six  months  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  Order.  Each  of  the  periods  de¬ 
scribed  in  (b)  and  (c)  may  be  extended 
for  good  cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San  Francisco 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,4 
effective  May  17, 1974. 

[seal!  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

[FR  Doc.74-11970  Filed  6-23-74:8:40  am] 


WYOMING  BANCORPO RATION 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Wyoming  Bancorporation,  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 


*  Board  Order  of  December  1,  1971  approv¬ 
ing  an  application  by  The  Dal-Ichl  Kangyo 
Bank,  Ltd.,  Tokyo,  Japan  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  through  the  acquisition  of 
The  First  Pacific  Bank  of  Chicago,  Chicago, 
Illinois  (68  Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  49); 
Board  Order  of  December  1,  1971,  approving 
an  application  by  The  Mitsubishi  Bank  Ltd., 
Tokyo,  Japan  to  become  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  through  the  acquisition  of  The  Mitsu¬ 
bishi  Bank  of  California,  Los  Angeles,  Cal¬ 
ifornia  (68  Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  60);  and 
Board  Order  of  December  1,  1971  approving 
an  application  by  The  8anwa  Bank,  Ltd., 
Osaka,  Japan  to  become  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  through  acquisition  of  The  Sanwa  Bank 
of  California,  San  Francisco,  California  (68 
Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  61 ) . 

4 Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Mitchell  and  Governors  Brimmer,  Sheehan, 
Bucher,  Holland  and  Walllch.  Absent  and  not 
voting:  Chairman  Burns. 


proval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a) 
(3) )  to  acquire  80  percent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  The  First  National  Bank 
of  Kemmerer,  Kemmerer,  Wyoming.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section  3 
of  the  Act  (12  UJS.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  June  14,  1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  May  17,  1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11969  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[Domestic  Policy  Directive  of  February 
20,  1974] 

FEDERAL  OPEN  MARKET  COMMITTEE 
Domestic  Policy  Directive 

In  accordance  with  §  271.5  of  its  rules 
regarding  availability  of  information, 
there  is  set  forth  below  the  Committee’s 
Domestic  Policy  Directive  issued  at  its 
meeting  held  on  February  20,  1974.1 

The  information  reviewed  at  this  meet¬ 
ing  suggests  that  real  output  of  goods 
and  services  is  declining  in  the  current 
quarter,  mainly  because  of  the  oil  situa¬ 
tion,  and  that  prices  are  continuing  to 
rise  rapidly.  In  January  Industrial  pro¬ 
duction  declined  again,  nonfarm  payroll 
employment  dropped,  and  the  unemploy¬ 
ment  rate  rose  above  5  per  cent.  Prices 
of  both  farm  products  and  industrial 
commodities  Increased  very  sharply. 
Wage  rates  have  continued  to  rise  sub¬ 
stantially  in  recent  months,  although  not 
so  sharply  as  prices. 

After  having  appreciated  for  several 
months,  the  dollar  has  declined  some¬ 
what  on  the  average  against  foreign  cur¬ 
rencies  in  recent  weeks.  U.S.  controls  on 
capital  outflows  were  removed  at  the  end 
of  January,  and  several  foreign  countries 
have  relaxed  controls  on  capital  Inflows. 
The  UJS.  trade  surplus  rose  sharply  in 
December  and  in  the  fourth  quarter  as  a 
whole.  . 

The  narrowly  defined  money  stock, 
after  Increasing  substantially  in  the  last 
2  months  of  1973,  declined  in  January; 
most  recently,  however,  it  has  appeared 
to  strengthen.  Broader  measures  of  the 
money  stock  continued  to  rise  in  Janu¬ 
ary,  as  net  inflows  of  consumer-type  time 
deposits  remained  relatively  strong.  Ex¬ 
pansion  in  business  loans  and  in  total 
bank  credit  accelerated,  and  banks 
stepped  up  Issuance  of  large-denomina¬ 


1  The  Record  of  Policy  Actions  of  the 
Committee  for  the  meeting  of  February  20, 
1974,  Is  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment.  Copies  are  available  on  request  to  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 


tion  CD’s.  Since  mid-January,  short-term 
market  interest  rates  have  fallen  ap¬ 
preciably,  and  long-term  rates  have  de¬ 
clined  somewhat. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing  developments, 
it  is  the  policy  of  the  Federal  Open 
Market  Committee  to  foster  financial 
conditions  conducive  to  resisting  infla¬ 
tionary  pressures,  cushioning  declines  in 
production  and  employment  that  are  be¬ 
ing  induced  in  large  part  by  the  oil  situa¬ 
tion,  and  maintaining  equilibrium  in  the 
country’s  balance  of  payments. 

To  implement  this  policy,  while  taking 
account  of  international  and  domestic 
financial  market  developments,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  seeks  to  achieve  bank  reserve  and 
money  market  conditions  consistent  with 
moderate  growth  in  monetary  aggregates 
over  the  months  ahead. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee,  May  20,  1974. 

Arthur  L.  Broida, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11974  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Federal  Property  Management  Regula¬ 
tions — Temporary  Regulations  D-47] 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEE  PARKING 
Revised  Policies  and  Reporting  Procedure 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  prescribes 
revised  policies  and  reporting  procedures 
for  assignment  of  Federal  employee 
parking  spaces.  FPMR  Temporary  Reg¬ 
ulation  D-43,  dated  February  6, 1974,  and 
FPMR  Temporary  Regulation  D-43,  Sup¬ 
plement  1,  dated  March  12,  1974,  are 
superseded  by  this  regulation. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  May  24,  1974. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  regulation  ex¬ 
pires  July  31,  1974,  unless  sooner  revised 
or  superseded.  Prior  to  the  expiration 
date,  a  permanent  regulation  will  be 
Issued.  (See  paragraph  13,  Comments^ 

4.  Applicability.  The  provisions  of  this 
regulation  apply  to  all  Federal  agencies 
as  defined  in  subparagraph  6d. 

5.  Background.  The  original  regulation 
(D-43)  was  issued  pursuant  to  Federal 
Energy  Office  (FEO)  memorandum  dated 
January  17,  1974,  and  Federal  Manage¬ 
ment  Circular  74-1  dated  January  21, 
1974.  These  changes  have  been  made  as 
a  result  of  recent  GSA  decisions  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Federal  Energy  Office  mem¬ 
orandum  dated  April  5,  1974,  subject: 
Federal  Energy  Reduction  Program 
Modifications. 

6.  Definitions. 

a.  Agency  parking.  Vehicle  parking 
spaces  under  the  jurisdiction  and/or  con¬ 
trol  of  a  Federal  agency  which  are  used 
for  parking  Government  vehicles,  other 
official  vehicles,  visitor  vehicles,  and  em¬ 
ployee  vehicles. 

b.  Car  pool.  A  group  of  two  or  more 
people  using  a  motor  vehicle  for  trans¬ 
portation  to  and  from  work. 

c.  Employee  parking.  The  parking 
spaces  assigned  for  the  use  of  employee- 
owned  vehicles  other  than  those  classi¬ 
fied  as  “official  parking.” 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  102 — FRIDAY,  MAY  24,  1974 


18338 

d.  Federal  agency.  Any  executive  de¬ 
partment,  independent  commission, 
board,  bureau,  office,  agency,  Govern¬ 
ment-owned  or  -controlled  corporation, 
or  other  establishment  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  including  any  regulatory  commis¬ 
sion  or  board  and  the  municipal  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  but  not 
the  legislative  or  judicial  branches  of  the 
Government.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
regulation  the  ternu.  “Federal  agency” 
and  “agency”  are  synonymous. 

e.  Handicapped  employees.  Govern¬ 
ment  employees  so  severely  physically 
handicapped  as  to  prohibit  or  make  un¬ 
reasonably  difficult  the  use  of  public 
transportation.  Justification  for  this 
priority  may  require  certification  by  the 
Public  Health  Service  or  an  agency  medi¬ 
cal  unit. 

f.  Official  parking.  Parking  spaces  re¬ 
served  for  Government-owned,  Govern¬ 
ment-leased,  or  privately  owned  vehicles 
regularly  used  for  Government  business. 
The  phrase  “privately  owned  vehicles 
regularly  used  for  Government  business” 
means  vehicles  used  12  or  more  workdays 
per  month  for  Government  business  for 
which  the  employee  receives  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  mileage  and  parking  fees  under 
Government  travel  regulations.  Monthly 
certification  by  agency  heads  may  be  re¬ 
quired  to  establish  this  priority. 

g.  Parking  space.  The  area  allocated  in 
a  parking  facility  for  the  temporary  stor¬ 
age  of  one  passenger-carrying  motor 
vehicle. 

h.  Regular  member.  A  person  who  tra¬ 
vels  daily  (leave  excepted)  in  a  carpool 
for  a  minimum  distance  of  1  mile  each 
way.  In  addition,  an  agency  may  define 
a  regular  member  as  one  whose  worksite 
is  located  within  a  specific  but  reasonable 
distance  from  the  parking  facility. 

i.  Visitor  parking.  Parking  spaces  re¬ 
served  for  the  exclusive  use  of  visitors  to 
Federal  facilities. 

7.  Policies.  Agencies  shall  encourage 
the  conservation  of  energy  by  taking 
positive  action  to  increase  carpooling. 
The  following  policies  shall  be  reflected 
in  agency  plans: 

a.  Parking.  In  assigning  all  parking 
spaces  assigned  to  or  controlled  by  each 
agency,  the  following  policies  shall  be 
observed: 

(1)  Agencies  shall  give  first  priority 
to  official  and  visitor  parking  require¬ 
ments. 

(2)  Severely  handicapped  Govern¬ 
ment  employees  for  whom  assigned  park¬ 
ing  spaces  are  necessary  shall  be  accom¬ 
modated. 

(3)  A  goal  of  not  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  space  available  for  em¬ 
ployee  parking  on  an  agency-wide  basis 
(excluding  spaces  assigned  to  severely 
handicapped)  shall  be  assigned  to  execu¬ 
tive  personnel  and  persons  who  are  as¬ 
signed  unusual  hours. 

( 4 )  All  other  spaces  available  for  em¬ 
ployee  parking  shall  be  made  available 
to  carpools  to  the  extent  practical. 

( 5 )  Those  parking  spaces  reserved  for 
carpools  shall  be  assigned  primarily  on 
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the  basis  of  the  number  of  members  in  a 
carpool. 

(6)  For  the  purpose  of  allocation  of 
parking  spaces  for  carpools,  full  credit 
shall  be  given  to  any  regular  member 
regardless  of  where  he  is  employed  ex¬ 
cept  that  at  least  one  member  of  the  car- 
pool  must  be  a  full-time  employee  of  the 
agency. 

b.  Two-wheeled  vehicles.  Agencies 
shall  reserve  areas  within  parking  facil¬ 
ities  for  the  use  of  bicycles  and  other 
two-wheeled  vehicles.  Bicycles  shall  be 
given  special  consideration,  and  the 
number  of  parking  spaces  reserved  for 
bicycles  and  other  two-wheeled  vehicles 
shall  be  reevaluated  every  6  months. 

c.  Regular  hours.  Agency  managers 
and  supervisors  shall  make  every  effort 
to  maintain  regular  arrival  and  de¬ 
parture  times  for  all  employees.  Super¬ 
visors  are  reminded  of  their  prerogative, 
within  overall  agency  policy,  to  adjust 
the  scheduled  duty  hours  of  individual 
employees  to  facilitate  carpooling  and 
the  use  of  mass  transit. 

8.  Leased  or  contractor-operated 
parking  spaces.  When  parking  spaces 
are  controlled  by  specific  lease  or  other 
contractual  agreements,  appropriate 
agency  contracting  officers  shall  en¬ 
deavor  to  amend  the  contracts  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  accomplish  the  pol¬ 
icies  prescribed  by  this  regulation,  pro¬ 
vided  the  amendments  are  not  other¬ 
wise  adverse  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
Government.  Where  it  is  not  economi¬ 
cally  prudent  to  amend  existing  con¬ 
tracts,  the  contracts  shall  be  modified 
before  renewal  to  comply  with  the  agen¬ 
cies’  prescribed  parking  policies. 

9.  Guidelines  for  implementation. 
Agencies  shall  develop  and  implement 
employee  carpooling  programs  through 
extensive  promotional  campaigns  us¬ 
ing  available  internal  communications. 
Agencies  shall  be  responsible  for  assign¬ 
ing  employee  parking  spaces  assigned  to 
or  under  the  control  of  that  agency. 
Each  agency  shall  prepare  written  plans 
and  procedures  for  the  assignment  of 
parking  spaces  including  as  a  minimum 
the  following  items: 

a.  Specific  methods  and  procedures  to 
be  followed  by  the  agency  in  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  employee  parking  spaces; 

b.  Assistance  available  to  employees 
in  establishing  or  joining  carpools  and 
the  procedures  to  be  followed  in  filing 
applications  for  parking  spaces ; 

c.  Provision  for  at  least  an  annual  re¬ 
view  and  reassignment  of  all  parking 
spaces; 

d.  Procedures  for  interim  reassign¬ 
ment  and  replacement  caused  by  mem¬ 
bership  turnover; 

e.  A  definition  of  employee  responsi¬ 
bility  in  the  use  of  the  parking  spaces 
and  in  promptly  reporting  any  changes 
in  the  number  in  or  membership  of  car- 
pools; 

f.  A  statement  of  penalties  for  misrep¬ 
resentation  of  carpool  application  (A 
mandatory  penalty  of  at  least  6  months’ 
suspension  of  the  privilege  of  parking  on 
a  Federal  facility  shall  be  imposed  for 


misrepresentation  of  carpooling  mem¬ 
bership,  application  qualifications,  or  for 
violation  of  other  agency  carpooling 
practices  and  requirements.  The  agency 
may  also  impose  other  penalties  where 
appropriate.) ; 

g.  Provision  for  enforcing  the  parking 
rules  and  regulations;  and 

h.  A  system  for  maintaining  carpool 
records  and  files. 

10.  Reporting  system. 

a.  Each  agency  shall  submit  an  agency 
consolidated  progress  report  by  June  15, 
1974,  to  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services.  Interagency  Reports  Control 
No.  0024-GSA-OT-W  has  been  assigned 
to  this  report.  This  progress  report  shall 
include : 

(1)  The  following  information  sum¬ 
marized  for  all  facilities  assigned  to  or 
under  the  control  or  jurisdiction  of  the 
agency,  based  on  the  parking  assign¬ 
ments  as  of  May  15,  1974  (Facilities  al¬ 
located  to  the  agency  in  multi-agency- 
occupied  buildings  shall  be  included.) : 

(a)  Total  number  of  parking  spaces; 
itemized  to  show  the  number  used  for: 

i.  Government-owned  or  -leased  ve¬ 
hicle  parking, 

11.  Other  official  parking, 

iii.  Visitor  vehicle  parking,  and 

iv.  Employee  vehicle  parking ; 

(b)  Number  of  employee  parking 
spaces  assigned  to  employees  on  the  basis 
of  severe  physical  handicap; 

(c)  Number  and  percentage  of  em¬ 
ployee  parking  spaces  assigned  to  execu¬ 
tive  personnel,  and  persons  who  are  as¬ 
signed  unusual  hours; 

(d)  Number  of  employee  parking 
spaces  used  by  carpools;  and 

(e)  Total  number  of  persons  using  car- 
pool  spaces. 

(2)  A  copy  of  the  agency’s  revised 
overall  plan  for  meeting  the  policy  of 
energy  reduction  through  increased  em¬ 
ployee  use  of  carpooling  as  detailed  in 
paragraph  9,  “Guidelines  for  imple¬ 
mentation.” 

11.  Exceptions.  The  consolidated  pro¬ 
gress  report  must  provide  a  complete 
justification  if  assignments  to  executives 
and  persons  working  unusual  hours  ex¬ 
ceeds  10  percent  as  specified  in  subpara¬ 
graph  7a (3). 

12.  Inquiries.  Further  information  con¬ 
cerning  this  regulation  may  be  obtained 
from: 

General  Services  Administration  (PR) 
Washington,  DC  20405 
Telephone :  IDS  183-4276 

FTS  202-343-4276 

13.  Comments.  Comments  concerning 
this  regulation  from  agencies,  employee 
groups,  and  others  concerned  should  be 
submitted  to  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (PR) ,  Washington,  DC 
20405,  no  later  than  June  15,  1974,  for 
consideration  in  preparing  the  per¬ 
manent  regulation. 

14.  Effect  on  other  issuances.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  FPMR  101-19.111,  Vehicle 
Parking  Facilities  (41  CFR  101-19.111), 
to  the  extent  inconsistent  with  this  tem¬ 
porary  regulation,  are  superseded.  FPMR 
Temporary  Regulation  D-43  and  Supple- 
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ment  1  thereto  are  superseded  by  this 
regulation. 

Arthur  P.  Sampson, 

Administrator  of  General  Services. 

Mat  22, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-12187  Piled  5-23-74;  10:00  am] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  MATHEMATICAL 
SCIENCES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (PI.  92-463),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel  for  Mathematical  Sciences 
to  be  convened  at  9:00  a.m.  on  June  7, 
1974,  and  at  9:15  a.m.  on  June  8,  1974, 
in  Room  544  at  1800  G  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20550. 

The  purpose  of  the  panel  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  advice  and  recommendations  con¬ 
cerning  support  for  research  in  mathe¬ 
matical  sciences. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  shall 
Include : 

Juki  7 

MORNING  (OPEN  TO  THE  PUBLIC) 

9:00  Introductions  and  Opening  Remarks, 
Head,  Mathematical  Sciences  Section. 

9:15  Presentation  of  fiscal  year  1974  Sec¬ 
tion  Activities,  Head,  Mathematical  Sciences 
Section. 

10:30  Remarks  on  the  Status  of  the  fiscal 
year  1976  Budget,  Division  Director,  Division 
of  Mathematical  and  Physical  Sciences. 

11:00  Presentation  erf  Programs  and  Prob¬ 
lems  of  the  Education  Directorate,  Assistant 
Director  for  Education. 

11:46  Discussion  of  the  Energy-Related 
General  Research  Program,  Head,  Office  of 
Energy-Related  General  Research  Program. 

12 : 16  Recess  for  lunch. 

AFTERNOON 

1:30  Review  of  Individual  research  pro¬ 
posals. 

2:30  Discussion  of  Plans  and  Problems  of 
Support  (open  to  the  public).  Mathemati¬ 
cal  Sciences  Section  Staff. 

4:30  Recommendations  for  New  Panel 
Members  and  Date  of  Next  Meeting  (open  to 
the  public) . 

JUNE  s 

9:16  Discussion  of  Recent  Developments 
In  Selected  Areas  of  the  Mathematical  Sci¬ 
ences  (open  to  the  public),  Panel  Members. 

11:30  Adjourn. 

Part  of  the  afternoon  portion  of  the 
June  7  session  (from  1:30  p.m.  to  2:30 
p.m.)  Is  concerned  with  matters  which 
are  within  the  exemptions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552(b)  and  will  not  be  open  to  the  public 
in  accordance  with  the  determination  by 
the  Director  of  the  National  Science 
Foundation  dated  December  17,  1973, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
10(d)  ofPJL  92-463. 

The  remainder  of  this  meeting  shall 
be  open  to  the  public.  Individuals  who' 
wish  to  attend  should  inform  Dr.  Wil¬ 
liam  H.  Pell,  Head,  Mathematical  Sci¬ 
ences  Section  by  mail,  (Room  302,  1800 
G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20550) 
or  by  telephone  (202-632-7377)  prior  to 
the  meeting.  Persons  requiring  further 
information  concerning  this  panel 
should  contact  Dr.  William  H.  Pell  at 


the  above  address.  Summary  minutes 
relative  to  the  open  portion  of  this  meet¬ 
ing  may  be  obtained  from  the  Manage¬ 
ment  Analysis  Office,  Room  K-720,  1800 
G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20550. 

T.  E.  Jenkins, 
Assistant  Director 
for  Administration. 

May  15, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-12116  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

LIST  OF  REQUESTS 
Clearance  of  Reports 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  May  21,  1974  (44  U.S.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received:  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of 
information:  the  agency  form  number, 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395—4529) . 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OP  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards,  Synthetic 
Polymer  Fire  Accident  Case  Study,  Form 
NBS  782,  Occasional,  Ellett,  Individuals  in¬ 
volved  In  fire  Incidents. 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  OFFICE 

Crude  Petroleum  Production  Monthly  Re¬ 
port,  Form  FEO  90,  Monthly,  Weiner,  Do¬ 
mestic  Crude  Petroleum  producers. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

National  Institute  of  Education,  Teacher 
Questionnaire/School  Organization  Pro¬ 
gram,  Form _ _  Annual,  Planchon,  All 

teachers  In  Howard  Cty.’s  39  schools. 

Office  of  Education,  Student  Validation  Ros¬ 
ter,  Form  OE  256-4,  Annual,  Lowry,  Insti¬ 
tutions  participating  in  BEOG  program. 
Survey  of  Foreign  Language  Entrance  and 
Degree  Requirements  for  the  BA.  degree, 
Fall,  1974,  Form  OE  1290,  Single  time, 
Planchon,  Universities  and  coUeges. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Health  Resources  Administration.  An  Eval¬ 
uation  of  Training  Programs  for  Staff  of 
Long-Term  Care  Institutions,  Form 
HRABHSR  0430,  Occasional,  HRD/Cay- 
wood,  Trainers  and  trainees  in  training 
programs  as  weU  as  Staff  of  long-term  care 
inst. 


Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service,  Milk  Price  In¬ 
quiry,  Form _ _  Monthly,  Lowry,  Milk 

buyers. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

National  Institute  of  Education,  Alum  Rock 

Spring  1974  Teacher  Survey,  Form _ _ 

Single  time,  Planchon,  Teachers  in  Alum 
Rock  School  District,  San  Jose,  Calif. 

Office  of  Education,  Student  Loan  Applica¬ 
tion  Supplement,  Form  OE  1260,  Occasion¬ 
al,  Lowry,  Lenders  eligible  in  GSLP. 

Progress  Report,  Basic  Educational  Oppor¬ 
tunity  Grant  Program,  Form  OE  255-3,  Oc¬ 
casional,  Lowry,  Institutions  participating 
in  BEOG  program. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Departmental  DHEW  Publications  Reader- 
ship  Survey,  Form  OS  22-74,  Occasional. 
Lowry,  Sample  of  subscriber  from  6-7  dif¬ 
ferent  HEW  publications. 

U.S.  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

U.S.  AEC  Participant  Information,  Form  AEC 
699,  Occasional,  Evinger  (x) . 

U.S.  AEC  Program  Report,  Form  AEC  602, 
Occasional,  Evinger  (x). 

U.S.  AEC  Supplemental  Program  Report, 
Form  AEC  602 A,  Annual,  Evinger  (x) . 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[FR Doc.74-12123  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[70-5501] 

CONSOLIDATED  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

ET  AL. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of  Notes  and  Capital 
Stock;  Open  Account  Advances  to  Sub¬ 
sidiary  Companies;  Issue  and  Sale  of 
Commercial  Paper  and  Short-Term  Notes 
to  Banks,  etc. 

In  the  matter  of  Consolidated  Natural 
Gas  Company,  30  Rockefeller  Plaza,  New 
York,  New  York  10020;  CNG  Develop¬ 
ment  Company,  Ltd.;  CNG  Producing 
Company;  Consolidated  Natural  Gas 
Service  Company,  Inc.;  Consolidated 
System  LNG  Company;  Consolidated 
Gas  Supply  Corporation;  The  East  Ohio 
Gas  Company;  The  Peoples  Natural  Gas 
Company;  The  River  Gas  Company; 
West  Ohio  Gas  Company;  (70-5501) . 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Consoli¬ 
dated  Natural  Gas  Company  (“Consoli¬ 
dated”),  a  registered  holding  company, 
and  its  subsidiary  companies,  CNG  De¬ 
velopment  Company,  Ltd.  (CNG,  Ltd.), 
CNG  Producing  Company  (CNG  Com¬ 
pany),  Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Serv¬ 
ice  Company,  Inc.  (“Service  Company”) , 
Consolidated  System  LNG  Company 
(“LNG  Company”),  Consolidated  Gas 
Supply  Corporation  (“Gas  Supply”) ,  The 
East  Ohio  Gas  Company  ("East  Ohio”) , 
The  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Company 
("Peoples”),  The  River  Gas  Company 
(“River”) ,  and  West  Ohio  Gas  Company 
(“West  Ohio”),  have  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion-declaration,  and  amendment  there¬ 
to,  with  this  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
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1935  (“Act”),  designating  sections  6(a>, 
6(b),  7,  9(a),  10,  12(b),  and  12(f)  of  the 
Act  and  Rules  43,  45,  50(a)  (2)  and  70(a) 
<4)-(D)  promulgated  thereunder  as  vari¬ 
ously  applicable  to  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application-declaration,  as 
amended,  which  is  summarized  below, 
for  a  complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transactions. 

Consolidated  proposes,  from  time  to 
time  during  1974,  to  make  loans  aggre¬ 
gating  up  to  $43,500,000,  to  the  subsidiary 
companies  in  the  amounts  set  forth  in 
the  table  below,  for  the  purpose  of  par¬ 
tially  financing  1974  capital  expenditures 
estimated  at  $194,900,000.  The  proposed 
loans  will  be  evidenced  by  non -negotiable 
long-term  notes  to  be  issued  by  the  re¬ 
spective  subsidiary  companies  and  ac¬ 
quired  by  Consolidated.  The  notes  will  be 
dated  as  of  the  date  of  issuance,  will  bear 
an  interest  rate  substantially  equal  to 
the  effective  cost  of  money  to  Consoli¬ 
dated  in  respect  of  its  issuance  and  sale 
of  $50,000,000  principal  amount  of  8% 
percent  Debentures  due  March  1,  1999, 
and  will  be  payable  from  1979  through 
1999  in  amounts  paralleling  the  sinking 
fund  and  maturity  terms  of  said  Deben¬ 
tures  (see  Holding  Company  Act  Release 
No.  18322,  March  14,  1974) . 

Consolidated  also  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell  up  to  $60,300,000  of  short-term  notes 
to  a  group  of  banks  during  1974.  Such 
notes  will  bear  interest  at  the  prime  com¬ 
mercial  rate  in  effect  from  time  to  time 
at  The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank  (N.A.) 
with  changes  in  the  interest  rate  becom¬ 
ing  effective  on  the  business  day  follow¬ 
ing  any  change  at  said  bank.  Prepay¬ 
ments  may  be  made  in  whole  or  in  part, 
from  time  to  time,  upon  five  days’  notice, 
without  penalty  or  premium.  There  will 
be  no  closing  or  related  charges  or  com¬ 
mitment  fee  with  respect  to  the  obtain¬ 
ing  of  such  bank  loans.  The  notes  will 
mature  not  more  than  twelve  months 
from  the  date  of  the  first  borrowing. 

No  compensating  balance  requirements 
are  imposed  because  of  the  level  of  bank 
deposits  regularly  maintained  by  the 
Consolidated  companies,  the  average  of 
such  deposits  amounting  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $24,000,000  for  1973.  It  is  stated 
that  based  on  a  requirement  of  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  proposed  credit  line  and  10 
percent  of  average  borrowings  there¬ 
under,  the  average  compensating  bal¬ 
ances  would  have  amounted  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $15,000,000  for  the  year  1973. 

Consolidated  proposes  to  use  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  said  bank  borrowings  to  make 
open  account  advances  to  its  subsidiary 
companies  aggregating  up  to  $60,000,000 
for  gas  storage  inventories,  payable  as 
gas  is  withdrawn  and  sold  during  the 
1974-75  heating  season.  The  advances  to 
subsidiary  companies  will  bear  interest 
at  the  same  rate  as  the  related  bank  bor¬ 
rowings  by  Consolidated  and  will  be 
made  in  amounts  as  set  forth  in  the  ta¬ 
ble  below.  Also  shown  on  the  following 
table  are  open-account  advances  which 
Consolidated  proposes  to  make  to  the 
subsidiary  companies  for  working  capi¬ 
tal  requirements  from  part  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  Consolidated's  proposed  sale 


(hereinafter  more  fully  described)  of  up 
to  $50,000,000  of  commercial  paper 
and/or  borrowings  from  a  bank.  These 
advances  will  be  repaid  not  more  than 
one  year  from  the  date  of  the  first  ad¬ 
vance  to  each  subsidiary  with  interest 
at  substantially  the  same  effective  rate 
as  incurred  by  Consolidated  on  the  said 
commercial  paper  sale  and/or  bank  bor¬ 
rowing. 


Advances  for  Advances 
Subsidiary  Ixmg-icnn  seasonal  in-  for  working 
company  notes  crease  in  gas  capital  re- 

storage  quirements 
inventories 


CNGCo .  $13,000,000 

East  Ohio . . . .  $18, 000, 000  4, 000, 000 

Gas  Supply _ $19,300,000  32,  500,  000  28,000,000 

Peoples .  8,800,000  9,500,000  5,000,000 

River _  300,000  . 

LNG  Co_. .  15,100,000  . 


Total .  43,500,000  60,000,000  50,000.000 


Consolidated  further  proposes  to  ac¬ 
quire,  and  the  subsidiary  companies  set 
forth  below  propose  to  issue  and  sell  to 
Consolidated  from  time  to  time  during 
1974,  capital  stock  up  to  the  following 
amounts  at  the  par  value  thereof : 


Subsidiary  Number  of  Aggregate 

shares  ($100  par)  par  value 


CNGCo  .  53,000  $5,300,000 

Gas  Supply . .  *.t5, 000  9, 500, 000 

LNG  Co  '  165,000  16,500,000 

Peoples .  .  15, 000  1, 500, 000 


Total--  . -  32,800,000 


To  accommodate  the  issuance  of  ad¬ 
ditional  shares  set  forth  in  the  foregoing 
table,  CNG  Company  and  Peoples  pro¬ 
pose  to  amend  their  respective  certifi¬ 
cates  of  incorporation  so  as  to  increase 
the  number  of  authorized  shares  from 
100,000  to  150,000  in  the  case  of  CNG 
Company  and  from  626,350  to  715,000  in 
the  case  of  Peoples. 

The  proceeds  derived  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  sale  of  stock  will  be  used  to  finance, 
in  part,  the  subsidiaries’  1974  capital  ex¬ 
penditures.  Consolidated  will  use  in¬ 
ternal  cash  sources  and  the  proceeds  of 
the  contemplated  sale  of  its  equity 
securities  for  the  funds  required  to  pur¬ 
chase  such  stock. 

As  indicated  above.  Consolidated  pro¬ 
poses  to  issue  and  sell  commercial  paper, 
in  the  form  of  short-term  promissory 
notes  payable  to  bearer,  in  the  aggregate 
face  amount  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000 
outstanding  at  any  one  time  to  Salomon 
Brothers,  a  dealer  in  commercial  paper, 
from  time  to  time  up  to  May  31,  1975. 
The  commercial  paper  will  have  varying 
maturities  of  not  more  than  270  days 
after  the  date  of  issue  and  will  be  issued 
and  sold  in  varying  denominations  of  not 
less  than  $50,000  and  not  more  than 
$1,000,000  directly  to  the  dealer  at  a  dis¬ 
count  which  will  not  be  in  excess  of  the 
discount  rate  per  annum  prevailing  at 
the  date  of  issuance  for  commercial 
paper  of  comparable  quality  and  like 
maturities.  Consolidated  proposes  to  sell 
commercial  paper  only  so  long  as  the  dis¬ 
count  rate  or  the  effective  Interest  cost 


for  such  commercial  paper  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  equivalent  cost  of  borrowings 
from  commercial  banks  on  the  date  of 
sale. 

No  commission  or  fee  will  be  payable 
by  Consolidated  in  connection  with  the 
issue  and  sale  of  such  commercial  paper 
notes.  The  dealer,  as  principal,  will  re¬ 
offer  such  notes  at  a  discount  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  one-eighth  of  one  percent  per  an¬ 
num  less  than  the  prevailing  discount 
rate  to  Consolidated.  Such  notes  will  be 
reoffered  to  not  more  than  200  identified 
and  designated  customers  in  a  list  (non¬ 
public)  prepared  in  advance  by  the  deal¬ 
er  and  furnished  to  the  Commission.  It 
is  anticipated  that  the  commercial  paper 
will  be  held  by  customers  to  maturity; 
however,  if  any  commercial  paper  is  re¬ 
purchased  by  the  dealer  pursuant  to 
repurchase  agreement,  such  paper  will  be 
reoffered  only  to  others  in  the  group  of 
200  customers.  The  issue  and  sale  of 
commercial  paper  is  to  provide  up  to  $50 
million  for  the  making  of  working  capital 
advances  to  subsidiary  companies. 

Consolidated  proposes,  to  the  extent 
that  it  becomes  impracticable  to  issue 
commercial  paper,  to  borrow,  repay,  and 
reborrow  from  The  Chase  Manhattan 
Bank,  from  time  to  time  up  to  May  31, 
1975,  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not 
to  exceed  $30,000,000  outstanding  at  any 
one  time,  at  the  prime  commercial  rate  of 
interest  in  effect  on  the  date  of  each  bor¬ 
rowing,  upon  the  promissory  note  or 
notes  of  Consolidated  having  a  maturity 
date  not  more  than  90  days  from  the  date 
of  each  borrowing,  and  with  the  right  of 
prepayment  in  whole  or  in  part  at  any 
time  or  from  time  to  time  without  prior 
notice  and  without  premium.  The 
amount  of  commercial  paper  notes  and 
said  notes,  if  any,  payable  to  Chase  Man¬ 
hattan  Bank,  will  not  collectively  exceed 
$50,000,000  outstanding  at  any  one  time. 
There  will  be  no  closing  or  related 
charges  with  respect  to  the  obtaining  of 
such  bank  loans. 

Consolidated  requests  that,  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  commencing  upon  the  date  of  the 
granting  of  this  application-declaration 
and  ending  May  31,  1975,  an  exemption 
be  allowed  from  the  provisions  of  Section 
6(a)  of  the  Act,  pursuant  to  the  first 
sentence  of  section  6(b),  relating  to  the 
issue  and  sale  of  short-term  notes,  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  5  percent  limitation  on  cer¬ 
tain  short-term  borrowings  to  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  8  percent,  in  order  to  permit 
Consolidated  to  have  outstanding  at  any 
one  time  up  to  $50,000,000  principal 
amount  of  short-term  notes  during  such 
period. 

Consolidated  requests  exception  from 
the  competitive  bidding  requirements  of 
Rule  50  with  respect  to  the  sale  of  com¬ 
mercial  paper,  on  the  grounds  that  such 
commercial  paper  will  have  maturities  of 
nine  months  or  less,  that  current  rates 
for  commercial  paper  for  prime  borrow¬ 
ers,  such  as  Consolidated,  are  published 
daily  in  financial  publications,  and  that  it 
is  not  practical  to  Invite  competitive  bids 
for  commercial  paper.  Consolidated  also 
proposes  that  the  Rule  24  certificates  of 
notification  regarding  the  issue  and  sale 
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of  the  commercial  paper  and  all  sub¬ 
sidiary  company  financings  be  filed  on  a 
quarterly  basis. 

Although  Included  as  parties  to  the 
present  application-declaration,  it  is 
stated  that  CNG  Ltd.,  West  Ohio,  and 
Service  Company  have  no  financing  re- 
qirements  for  1974  at  the  time  of  the 
filing;  but  that  if  such  requirements 
should  arise,  an  amendment  to  that  effect 
will  be  filed  as  part  of  this  proceeding. 

The  application-declaration  states  that 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  West 
Virginia  has  jurisdiction  over  the  pro¬ 
posed  long-term  and  short-term  borrow¬ 
ings  of  Gas  Supply;  that  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  long-term  borrowings 
proposed  by  East  Ohio  and  River;  and 
that  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Utility 
Commission  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
long-term  borrowings  proposed  by 
Peoples.  It  is  further  stated  that  no  other 
State  or  Federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions.  The  fees  and 
expenses  to  be  incurred  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  transactions  are  esti¬ 
mated  not  to  exceed  $8,500,  including 
$5,750  for  Service  Company  charges,  at 
cost.  All  of  such  fees  and  expenses  are  to 
be  paid  by  Consolidated. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June  10, 
1974,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  in  respect  of  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  raised  by  said  application- 
declaration,  as  amended,  which  he  de¬ 
sires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  should  the  Commis¬ 
sion  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  the  applicants- 
declarants  at  the  above-stated  address, 
and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate) 
should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  amended,  or  as  it  may 
be  further  amended,  may  be  granted  and 
permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
or  the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20 
(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  notice  of  further  developments  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11902  Filed  6-23-74:8:46  am] 


BBI,  INC. 

[File  No.  600-1] 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

May  17,  1974. 

The  common  stock  of  BBI,  Inc.,  being 
traded  on  the  American  Stock  Exchange 
and  the  Philadelphia-Baltimore-Wash- 
lngton  Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  and  all  other  securities  of  BBI, 
Inc.,  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchanges  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)(5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such 
securities  on  the  above  mentioned  ex¬ 
change  and  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the 
period  from  May  19,  1974  through 
May  28, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12047  Filed  5-23-74:8:46  am] 


CANADIAN  JAVELIN,  LTD. 

[File  No.  500-1] 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

May  17, 1974. 

The  common  stock  of  Canadian  Jave¬ 
lin,  Ltd.,  being  traded  on  the  American 
Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
and  all  other  securities  of  Canadian 
Javelin,  Ltd.,  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange; 
and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)(5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such  se¬ 
curities  on  the  above  mentioned  exchange 
and  otherwise  than  on  a  national  secu¬ 
rities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the 
period  from  May  18,  1974  through  May 
27, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secreatry. 

[FR  Doc.74-12044  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 


[811-2272] 

ENGLEWOOD  MERGER  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for  Order 
Pursuant  to  Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  De¬ 
claring  That  Company  Has  Ceased  To 
Be  an  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Englewood 
Merger  Fund,  Inc.  (“Applicant”),  177 


North  Dean  Street,  Englewood,  New  Jer¬ 
sey  07831,  registered  as  an  open-end, 
diversified  management  investment  com¬ 
pany  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (“Act”) ,  has  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  Section  8(f)  of  the 
Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commission  de¬ 
claring  that  Applicant  has  ceased  to  be 
an  investment  company  as  defined  in  the 
Act.  All  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  a  statement  of  the  repre¬ 
sentations  set  forth  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Applicant  was  organized  as  a  Delaware 
corporation  on  January  12,  1972,  and 
filed  a  Notification  of  Registration  on 
Form  N-8A  and  a  Registration  State¬ 
ment  on  Form  N-8B-1  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  February  24,  1972.  On  that  same 
date,  Applicant  filed  a  Form  S-5  Regis¬ 
tration  Statement  under  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  (“1933  Act”),  which  1933  Act 
Registration  Statement  was  withdrawn 
with  the  consent  of  the  Commission  on 
April  22,  1974. 

Applicant  represents  that:  (1)  it  has 
never  sold  any  of  its  securities;  (2)  it 
does  not  now  have  and  has  never  had 
any  shareholders  or  assets;  and  (3)  it 
does  not  propose  to  engage  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  investing,  reinvesting,  owning, 
holding  or  trading  in  securities. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  upon  application,  finds  that  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company,  it  shall  so 
declare  by  order,  and  upon  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  such  order  the  registration  of 
such  company  shall  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June  11, 
1974,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the 
issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to 
be  controverted,  or  he  may  request  that 
he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  com¬ 
munication  should  be  addressed:  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of 
such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  Ap¬ 
plicant  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof 
of  such  service  (by  affidavit,  or  in  case 
of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with 
the  request.  As  provided  by  rule  0-5  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  herein  will  be  issued  as  of 
course  following  June  11, 1974,  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 
own  motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  notice  of  further 
developments  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 
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For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-12042  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


(70-5499] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  First 

Mortgage  Bonds  and  Preferred  Stock  at 

Competitive  Bidding 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Georgia 
Power  Company  (“Georgia”) ,  270  Peach¬ 
tree  Street  NW„  Atlanta,  Georgia  30303, 
an  electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
The  Southern  Company  (“Southern”), 
a  registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
an  application  with  this  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating 
section  6(b)  of  the  Act  and  rule  50  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to 
the  following  proposed  transactions.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  is  summarized  below,  for 
a  complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transactions. 

Georgia  proposes  to  issue  and  sell,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  competitive  bidding  require¬ 
ments  of  rule  50  under  the  Act,  up  to 
$130,000,000  principal  amount  of  its  First 
Mortgage  Bonds,  __  percent  Series  due 

_ The  proposed  series  of  bonds  will 

bear  a  single  maturity  date  within  the 
range  of  5  to  30  days,  such  maturity 
date  to  be  determined  prior  to  the  filing 
of  the  registration  statement  relating  to 
the  bonds.  The  interest  rate  and  the 
price,  exclusive  of  accrued  interest,  to  be 
paid  to  Georgia  (which  will  be  not  less 
than  99  percent  nor  more  than  102% 
percent  of  the  principal  amount  thereof) 
will  be  determined  by  the  competitive 
bidding.  The  bonds  will  be  issued  under 
an  Indenture,  dated  as  of  March  1,  1941, 
between  Georgia  and  Chemical  Bank,  as 
Trustee,  as  heretofore  supplemented  and 
as  to  be  further  supplemented  by  a  Sup¬ 
plemental  Indenture  to  be  dated  as  of 
July  1, 1974,  which  includes  a  prohibition 
until  July  1,  1979,  against  refunding  the 
bonds  with  or  in  anticipation  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  borrowings  at  a  lower  effec¬ 
tive  interest  cost. 

Georgia’s  Indenture  as  heretofore 
amended  provides  that  in  the  computa¬ 
tion  of  the  “two  times  interest”  coverage 
test  for  the  issuance  of  additional  bonds, 
the  amount  of  the  company’s  non-oper¬ 
ating  income  included  shall  not  exceed 
15  percent  of  twice  the  annual  interest 
requirement  on  the  company’s  bonds  in¬ 
cluding  the  additional  bonds  to  be  is¬ 
sued.  This  provision  differs  from  the 
analogous  provision  of  the  Commission’s 
Statement  of  Policy  in  respect  of  first 
mortgage  bonds  (“Policy  Statement") 
adopted  February  16,  1956  (HCAR  Re¬ 
lease  No.  13105),  which  restricts  the  In¬ 
clusion  of  non-operating  income  to  an 
amount  not  exceeding  10  percent  of 
operating  income.  In  recent  years  the 
Indenture  provision  has  resulted  in 
higher  computed  interest  coverages  than 


would  have  resulted  from  the  provision 
prescribed  by  the  Policy  Statement. 

As  a  first  step  towards  conforming  the 
Indenture  provision  with  that  of  the 
Policy  Statement,  the  Supplemental  In¬ 
denture  to  be  dated  as  of  July  1,  1974, 
will  amend  the  Indenture  covenant  so  as 
to  provide  that,  effective  with  and  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  first  series  of  bonds  to  be 
issued  after  December  31,  1974,  the 
amount  of  includable  non-operating  in¬ 
come  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  (a) 
10  percent  of  operating  income  and  (b) 
80  percent  of  the  amount  by  which  non¬ 
operating  income  includable  under  the 
present  Indenture  provision  exceeds  the 
amount  computed  under  (a).  It  is  con¬ 
templated  that  the  percentage  stated  in 
(b)  will  be  gradually  reduced  in  Geor¬ 
gia’s  future  supplemental  indentures 
until  the  Indenture  provision  conforms 
in  substance  with  the  analogous  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  Policy  Statement. 

Georgia  further  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell,  at  competitive  bidding,  600,000 
shares  of  its  preferred  stock  (“Preferred 
Stock”),  without  par  value.  The  divi¬ 
dend  rate,  and  the  price  to  be  paid  to 
Georgia,  which  shall  be  not  less  than 
$100  nor  more  than  $102.75  per  share, 
will  be  determined  by  competitive  bid¬ 
ding.  The  terms  of  the  Preferred  Stock 
include  the  provision  that  Preferred 
Stock  shall  not  be  redeemed  prior  to 
July  1,  1979,  from  the  proceeds  of  bor¬ 
rowings  or  from  the  proceeds  of  any 
sale  of  stock  ranking  prior  to  or  on  a 
parity  with  the  Preferred  Stock  as  to 
dividends  or  assets,  if  such  borrowed 
funds  or  such  shares  have  an  effective 
interest  or  dividend  cost  to  Georgia  of 
less  than  the  effective  dividend  cost  to 
Georgia  of  the  Preferred  Stock. 

Georgia  will  apply  the  proceeds  from 
the  sale  of  the  bonds  and  Preferred 
Stock,  together  with  cash  contributions 
to  capital  of  $120,000,000  by  Southern 
during  1974  (File  Nos.  70-5261  and  70- 
5471),  proceeds  from  the  sale  in  Janu¬ 
ary,  1974  of  $150,000,000  principal 
amount  of  first  mortgage  bonds,  funds 
to  be  provided  by  the  Development  Au¬ 
thority  of  Bartow  County  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  pollution  control  facilities,  and 
any  excess  cash  on  hand  (1)  to  finance 
in  part  its  1974  construction  program 
(estimated  at  $547,226,000),  (2)  to  pay 
notes  payable  in  the  form  of  bank  notes 
and  commercial  paper  notes  incurred  for 
construction  purposes  and  (3)  for  other 
lawful  purposes. 

Georgia  states  that  later  in  1974,  it 
expects  to  issue  $130,000,000  principal 
amount  of  first  mortgage  bonds  and  that 
any  such  issue  will  be  the  subject  of  a 
future  filing  with  this  Commission.  Be¬ 
yond  that,  Georgia  estimates  that  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  sell  any  additional 
securities  in  1974  for  construction  pur¬ 
poses  except  for  commercial  paper  and 
short-term  notes.  Georgia  estimates  that 
upon  successful  consummation  of  its 
program  for  sale  of  long-term  securities 
during  1974,  no  notes  payable  will  be 
outstanding  at  the  end  of  the  year. 

Georgia  has  heretofore  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  (File  70-5463)  for  authority  to 


issue  and  sell,  through  March  31,  1975, 
short-term  notes  to  banks  and  to  a 
dealer  in  commercial  paper,  up  to 
$250,000,000  at  any  one  time  outstanding, 
as  interim  financing  of  its  construction 
requirements.  By  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  dated  March  28,  1974  (HCAR  No. 
18352),  a  public  hearing  was  held  on 
said  application  and  the  matter  is  still 
pending.  Georgia  has  been  granted  in¬ 
terim  relief  authorizing  it  to  make  short¬ 
term  borrowings  pending  the  conclusion 
of  that  proceeding. 

It  is  stated  that  the  Georgia  Public 
Service  Commission  has  authorized  the 
proposed  issuance  and  sale  of  the  bonds 
and  Preferred  Stock  by  Georgia.  It  is 
further  stated  that  no  other  State  com¬ 
mission  and  no  Federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transactions. 
A  statement  of  the  fees  and  expenses 
to  be  incurred  in  connection  with  the 
transaction  will  be  supplied  by  amend¬ 
ment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June 
25,  1974,  request  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the 
applicant  at  the  above-stated  address, 
and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate) 
should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  application,  as 
filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be 
granted  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the 
General  Rules  and  Regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission 
may  grant  exemption  from  such  rules 
as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100 
thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  notice 
of  further  developments  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

I FR  Doc.74-12043  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1] 

ROYAL  PROPERTIES  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

Mat  17, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  the  sum¬ 
mary  suspension  of  trading  in  the  com- 
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mon  stock  of  Royal  Properties  Incor¬ 
porated  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  In  the  public  interest  and  lor 
the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period 
from  May  18,  1974  through  May  27, 
1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12045  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1] 

U.S.  FINANCIAL  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

May  17, 1974. 

The  common  stock  of  U.S.  Financial 
Incorporated  being  traded  on  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  and  all  other  securities  of  U.S. 
Financial  Incorporated  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such 
securities  on  the  above  mentioned  ex¬ 
change  and  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the 
period  from  May  19,  1974  through  May 
28, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  .George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12048  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1] 

WESTGATE  CALIFORNIA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

May  17,1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  (class  A  and  B),  the  cumulative 
preferred  stock  (5  percent  and  6  per¬ 
cent)  ,  the  6  percent  subordinated  deben¬ 
tures  due  1979  and  the  6‘/2  percent  con¬ 
vertible  subordinated  debentures  due 
1987  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
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Is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  May 
20,  1974  through  May  29,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12049  Filed  6-23-74; 8: 45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1] 

WINNER  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

May  17,1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Winner  Industries,  Inc.  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se¬ 
curities  exchange  is  required  in  the  public 
interest  and  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  May 
18,  1974  through  May  27,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12046  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  ami 


TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[ 337— L-58] 

VARIABLE  DISPLACEMENT  FLOWER 
HOLDERS 

Notice  of  Dismissal  of  Preliminary  Inquiry 

On  the  basis  of  the  submissions  made 
to  the  Commission  by  interested  parties 
and  for  other  reasons,  the  Tariff  Com¬ 
mission  on  May  16,  1974,  dismissed  pre¬ 
liminary  inquiry  337-L-58,  without 
prejudice.  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  the 
complaint  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  5,  1973  (38  FR  5955). 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Tseal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12038  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of 
the  National  Advisory  Committee  on  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  established 
under  section  7(a)  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (29  U.S.C. 
656). 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9 : 00  a.m.  on 
June  6,  1974,  in  the  District  Building, 
Room  410-410A,  14th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

The  agenda  will  Include  presentations 
and  discussions  related  to: 
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1.  Recommendations  on  Training  and  Edu¬ 
cation. 

2.  Report  on  NIOSH  Activities. 

3.  Voluntary  Abatement  Agreements. 

Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  the  proceedings.  Any  written  data 
or  views  concerning  the  subjects  to  be 
considered  which  are  received  by  the 
Committee’s  Executive  Secretary  by 
June  3,  1974,  together  with  25  duplicate 
copies,  will  be  provided  to  the  members 
and  will  be  included  in  the  record  of  the 
meeting.  Communications  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  should  be  addressed  as 
follows : 

Ms.  J.  Goodell,  Acting  Executive  Secretary 
National  Advisory  Committee  on  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
1726  M  Street,  NW.,  Room  200 
Washington,  D.C.  20210 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  May  1974. 

J.  Goodell, 

Acting  Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11966  Filed  5-23-74; 8: 45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

CLIPPARD  INSTRUMENT,  INC., 
PARIS,  TENNESSEE 

Notice  of  Certification  of  Eligibility  of  Work¬ 
ers  To  Apply  for  Adjustment  Assistance 

Under  date  of  April  22,  1974,  the  U.S. 
Tariff  Commission  made  a  report  of  its 
investigation  (TEA-W-227)  under  sec¬ 
tion  301(c)(2)  of  the  Trade  Expansion 
Act  of  1962  (76  Stat.  884)  in  response 
to  a  petition  for  determination  of  eligi¬ 
bility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
submitted  on  behalf  of  the  former 
workers  employed  at  Clippard  Instru¬ 
ment,  Inc.,  Paris,  Tennessee.  In  this  re¬ 
port  the  Commission  found  that  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  coils 
manufactured  by  Clippard  Instrument, 
Inc.  are,  as  a  result  in  major  part  of  con¬ 
cessions  granted  under  trade  agreements, 
being  imported  into  the  United  States  in 
such  increased  quantities  as  to  cause,  the 
unemployment  or  underemployment  of  a 
significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof. 

Upon  receipt  of  the  Tariff  Commis¬ 
sion’s  unanimous  finding,  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  through  the  Acting  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Economic  Policy,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  International  Labor  Affairs,  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation. 

Following  this,  the  Director  made  a 
recommendation  to  me  relating  to  the 
matter  of  certification  (Notice  of  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority  and  Notice  of  Investi¬ 
gation,  34  FR  18342;  37  FR  2472;  39  FR 
14999;  29  CFR  Part  90).  In  the  recom¬ 
mendation  she  noted  that  concession - 
generated  imports  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  coils  produced  by  Clippard 
Instrument,  Inc.  increased  substantially. 
In  an  effort  to  lower  production  costs  and 
compete  more  effectively  with  imported 
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coils,  Clippard  Instrument  began  produc¬ 
ing  coils  in  Matamoros,  Mexico  in  1972. 
Shipments  from  the  Paris,  Tennessee 
plant  declined  rapidly  as  coil  production 
was  shifted  to  the  Mexico  plant.  Employ¬ 
ment  declines  directly  attributable  to  in¬ 
creased  import  competition  began  in  the 
third  quarter  of  1972.  In  late  1973,  the 
company  decided  that  it  could  no  longer 
operate  the  Tennessee  plant  profitably 
and  in  November  the  Tennessee  plant  was 
closed. 

All  workers  at  Clippard  Instrument 
were  employed  in  work  related  to  the 
production  of  coils.  After  due  considera¬ 
tion,  I  make  the  following  certification: 

“All  hourly  and  salaried  employees  of 
Clippard  Instrument,  Inc.,  Paris  Ten¬ 
nessee  who  became  unemployed  or  under¬ 
employed  after  September  2,  1972  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  in.  Chapter  3,  of  the 
Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1962. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  21st 
day  of  May  1974. 

Joel  Sec  all. 

Deputy  Under  Secretary, 
International  Affairs. 

(PR  Doc.74-12027  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am) 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateways 

May  20,  1974. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  propos¬ 
als  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  1065(a)),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  June  3.  A  copy  must 
also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its  rep¬ 
resentative.  Protests  against  the  elimi¬ 
nation  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate  to 
stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-1824  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PRESTON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  151  Easton 
Blvd.,  Preston,  Maryland  21655.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Prank  V.  Klein 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  livestock,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 


special  equipment),  between  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  Annapolis,  Md.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  those  off -route 
points  on  and  within  ten  (10)  miles  of 
U.S.  Highway  50,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Mary¬ 
land  bounded  on  the  north  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Maryland-District  of 
Columbia  boundary  line  and  extending 
along  alternate  U.S.  Highway  1  to  junc¬ 
tion  Maryland  Highway  450,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  450  to  the 
Chesapeake  Bay,  on  the  east  by  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  and  on  the  west  and 
south  by  the  Potomac  River,  including 
points  on  the  highway  boundary  speci¬ 
fied.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  points  in  the  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Commercial  Zone. 

No.  MC-11207  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  C.  N.  Knox 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Composition  building  boards,  from 
the  plant  site  and  warehouses  of  South¬ 
ern  Johns-Manville  Products  Corpora¬ 
tion,  located  at  Jarratt,  Va.,  to  points  in 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Arkansas  (except 
points  in  Pulton,  Sharp,  Lawrence, 
Craighead,  Poinsett,  Crittenden,  Ran¬ 
dolph,  Greene,  Clay,  and  Mississippi 
Counties,  Ark.).  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss. 

No.  MC-16831  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  MID  SEVEN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  2323 
Delaware  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50317.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  L.  Fairbank,  900  Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Structural  steel,  steel  forgings,  steel 
sheets,  strips,  and  plates,  steel  lathing 
and  grounds,  wrought  pipe,  iron  and 
steel  bolts  and  nuts,  steel  washers,  steel 
forms  used  and  unused  for  concrete  con¬ 
struction,  steel  tubings,  steel  rings, 
rough,  reinforced  bars,  steel  stampings, 
steel  bars,  round  and  flat,  steel  wire,  steel 
rivets,  steel  welding  rods,  and  steel 
screws,  from  the  plantsites  and  ware¬ 
houses  of  the  Kankakee  Electric  Steel 
Company,  Swanson  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  and  Jones  &  McKnight,  Inc.,  in 
Kankakee  County,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
Nebraska.  RESTRICTION:  The  author¬ 
ity  sought  is  limited  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  plantsites  and  warehouses  speci¬ 
fied.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC-52953  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  ET  &  W.N.C. 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  Gen¬ 
eral  Offices,  132  Legion  Street,  Johnson 
City,  Tenn.  37601.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  H.  M.  Cook  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 


except  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading)  between  points  in  the  New 
York,  N.Y.,  commercial  zone  on  the  one 
hand  and  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  North  Carolina  within  an  area 
beginning  at  the  Tennessee-North  Car¬ 
olina  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line,  thence  along  the 
North  Carolina- South  Carolina  State 
line  to  the  intersection  of  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  75,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  75  to  the  intersection 
of  U.S.  Highway  601,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  601  to  the  intersection  of  the 
Northern  Union  County  line,  thence 
along  the  Northern  Union  County  line 
to  the  western  Cabarrus  County  line, 
thence  along  the  western  Cabarrus 
County  line  to  the  southern  Iredell 
County  line,  thence  along  the  southern 
Iredell  County  line  to  the  Catawba 
River,  thence  north  along  the  Catawba 
River  to  North  Carolina  Highway  16, 
thence  north  along  North  Carolina 
Highway  16  to  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  North 
Carolina-Tennessee  State  Line,  thence 
along  the  North  Carolina-Tennessee 
State  line  to  the  point  of  beginning.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Asheville,  N.C.,  and  points 
within  20  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC-65941  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  TOWER 

LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6010,  Wheeling, 
W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  George  V.  Thleroff  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper,  from  Carton,  Sylva,  and  Ashe¬ 
ville,  N.C.,  and  the  plantsite  of  the 
Champion  Paper  and  Fibre  Company  at 
or  near  Waynes ville,  N.C.,  Charlestown 
and  Georgetown,  S.C.,  and  Macon,  Port 
Wentworth,  Savannah,  St.  Mary's  and 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  219,  including 
points  on  the  indicated  portions  of  the 
highway  specified;  points  in  Monon¬ 
galia,  Marion,  Tyler,  Ohio,  Hancock, 
Harrison,  Wetzel,  Marshall,  and  Brook 
Counties,  W.  Va.;  Ashtabula,  Lake,  Ge¬ 
auga,  Trumbull,  Mahoning,  Belmont, 
Wayne,  Medina,  Lorain,  Ottawa,  Lucas, 
Portage,  Carroll,  Jefferson,  Harrison, 
Summit,  Cuyahoga,  Erie,  Huron,  San¬ 
dusky,  and  Wood  Counties,  Ohio.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
April  24,  1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  2 
South  32nd  Street,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35233.  Applicant’s  representative:  T.  C. 
Sinclair  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Classes  A,  B,  and  C  explo¬ 
sives,  and  blasting  supplies,  between 
points  in  Florida  and  Alabama,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
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Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota, 
and  South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  within  15  miles  of  both  Energy  and 
Wolf  Lake,  HI. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
April  24,  1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  2 
South  32nd  Street,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35233.  Applicant’s  representative:  T.  C. 
Sinclair  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives. 
and  blasting  supplies,  between  points  in 
Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  and  Utah. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  within  15  miles 
of  both  Allentown  and  Reynolds,  Pa.; 
and  Wolf  Lake,  Ill. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
April  24,  1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  2  South  32nd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35233.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  T.  C.  Sinclair 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
blasting  supplies,  between  points  in 
Connecticut,  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont,  on  the  (me 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  "'South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  within  15  miles  of  both  Allentown 
and  Reynolds,  Pa. 

No.  MC-83539  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  C  ft  H  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
2010  W.  Commerce  St.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75222.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ken¬ 
neth  Weeks  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies,  used  in  or 
in  connection  with  the  discovery,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  refining,  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  storage,  transmission, 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products;  and  (B)  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies,  used  in  or 
in  connection  with  the  construction,  op¬ 
eration,  repair.  Servicing,  maintenance, 
and  dismantling  of  pipelines,  including 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Alaska,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  (1)  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee  (points  in  Kansas) .  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  in  parentheses  above; 
(2)  points  in  California,  restricted  in  (2) 
against  the  transportation  of  those  com¬ 


modities  in  (B>  above  not  used  for  the 
transmission  of  natural  gas  and  petro¬ 
leum  and  their  products  and  byproducts, 
further  restricted  against  the  stringing 
or  picking  up  of  pipe  in  connection  with 
main  or  trunk  pipelines,  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  water  (points  in  Oregon),  the 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  Indicated  in  parentheses  above. 

(C)  Machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  or  in  connection 
with  the  discovery,  development,  produc¬ 
tion,  refining,  manufacture,  processing, 
storage,  transmission,  and  distribution 
of  natural  gas  and  petroleum  and  their 
products  and  byproducts,  not  including 
the  stringing  or  picking  up  of  pipe  in 
connection  with  pipe  lines;  and  machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  or  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  pipe¬ 
lines,  including  the  stringing  and  picking 
up  thereof,  restricted  to  pipelines  used 
for  the  transmission  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products,  and  further  restricted  against 
the  stringing  or  picking  up  of  pipe  in  con¬ 
nection  with  main  or  trunk  pipelines,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Alaska,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana  and 
Kentucky  (points  in  Illinois) ,  the  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  in  parenthesis  above;  (D) 
machinery,  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies,  incidental  to,  or  used  in,  the 
construction,  development,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  facilities  for  the  dis¬ 
covery,  development,  and  production  of 
natural  gas  and  petroleum,  between 
points  in  Alaska,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Nebraska  (points 
in  Wyoming),  the  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated 
in  parentheses  above;  (E)  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies,  used 
in,  or  in  connection  with  the  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  and  maintenance  of 
pipelines  used  in  the  transmission  of 
natural  gas,  petroleum,  and  petroleum 
products,  but  not  Including  the  stringing 
or  picking  up  of  pipe  in  connection  with 
pipelines,  between  points  in  Alaska,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  (1) 
points  in  New  York  (points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania),  the  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  Indicated  in  pa¬ 
rentheses  above,  and  (2)  point  in  South 
Carolina  and  Virginia  (points  in  Kansas 
and  Tennessee) .  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated 
in  parentheses  above. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E150),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
citrus  products,  other  than  frozen,  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration,  in  mixed  loads  with  citrus  prod¬ 
ucts,  not  canned  and  not  frozen,  from 
points  in  Florida  on  and  east  of  a  line 


beginning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State 
line  and  thence  south  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  319  to  the  intersection  with  Florida 
Highway  363,  thence  along  Florida  High¬ 
way  363  to  the  St.  Marks  River,  thence 
along  the  St.  Marks  River  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  to  points  in  Arkansas  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Okla- 
homa-Arkansas  State  line,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  the  intersec¬ 
tion  with  Arkansas  Highway  329,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  329  to  the  in¬ 
tersection  with  Arkansas  Highway  24, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  24  to 
Nashville,  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  27  to  the  intersection  with  Arkansas 
Highway  26,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  26  to  the  intersection  with 
Arkansas  Highway  8,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  8  to  the  intersection 
with  Arkansas  Highway  46,  thence  along 
Arkansas  Highway  46  to  Sheridan, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  270  to  Pine 
Bluff,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to 
the  intersection  with  US.  Highway  79B, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  79B  to  Al- 
theimer,  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway 
88  to  the  intersection  with  Arkansas 
Highway  11,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  11  to  the  intersection  with  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  276,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  276  to  the  intersection 
with  Arkansas  Highway  1,  thence  along 
Arkansas  Highway  1  to  the  intersection 
with  US.  Highway  49,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  49  to  the  Mississippi  River.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Danville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E160),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Frozen  meats 
and  frozen  meat  products,  from  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Iowa.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  Florence,  Ala. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E161),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
meats  and  frozen  meat  products,  from 
Dade  City,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Minnesota. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  Flor¬ 
ence,  Ala. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E163),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  meats  and 
frozen  meat  products,  from  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  to  points  In  Nebraska.  The  purpose 
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of  this  filing  }s  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  Florence,  Ala. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E169),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  dairy  products,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Orangeburg,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E171),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  citrus 
fruits,  in  mixed  loads  with  citrus  fruits, 
not  canned  and  not  frozen,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  Florida  to  points  in  Iowa. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E172),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  byproducts,  as  described 
in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Orangeburg,  S.C.,  to  those  points 
in  Tennessee  on  and  southwest  of  U.S. 
Highway  45.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E177),  filed 
April  25,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  citrus 
products,  in  mixed  loads  with  citrus 
products,  not  canned  and  not  frozen,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  points  in  Florida  to 
points  in  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E188),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  goods,  from 
Bridgeton,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Kansas  on 


and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  El  16),  filed 
Colorado-Kansas  State  line,  and  thence  May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
extending  east  along  Kansas  Highway  96  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 


to  Great  Bend,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  56  to  Lyons,  thence  along  Kansas 
Highway  14  to  its  intersection  with 
Kansas  Highway  96,  thence  along 
Kansas  Highway  96  to  its  intersection 
U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Highway  35W,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  35W  to  its  intersection  with 
Kansas  Highway  196,  thence  along  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  196  to  El  Dorado,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  Yates  Center, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Kansas  Highway  39,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  39  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  Kansas  High¬ 
way  57  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  57 
to  Girard,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway 
7  to  its  intersection  with  Kansas  High¬ 
way  126,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway 
126  to  the  Kansas-Missouri  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Pike 
or  Spaulding  Counties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E100),  filed 
May  1.  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(Same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals  as  defined  in  The 
Maxwell  Co.,  Extension — Addyston,  63 
M.C.C.  677  (except  bituminous  products 
and  materials),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Delaware  to  those  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Martin’s  Ferry, 
Ohio,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  250  to 
Norwalk,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  20 
to  the  Ohio-Michigan  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Follansbee  and  Moundsville, 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E114),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  points  in 
Arizona.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  S.  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  El  15),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  to  points 
in  Arkansas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  S.  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 


200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Delaware  to  points 
in  Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Institute, 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Delaware  to 
points  in  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Institute,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-111729  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada  Drive,  Lake 
Success,  N.Y.  11040.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Peter  L.  Badanes  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Business 
papers,  business  records,  and  audit  and 
accounting  media  used  in  the  preparation 
of  used  punch  cards,  and  other  business 
papers  and  records  involving  informa¬ 
tion  obtained  from  the  punch  cards  or 
pertaining  to  the  use  thereof  (except 
cash  letters) ,  between  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
Syracuse,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Providence, 
R.I. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from  points  in 
California  to  points  in  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Georgia,  Delaware,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Florida,  Mississippi, 
Illinois,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Alabama,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  the  lower  Peninsula  of 
Mich)  ran,  that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  La  Crosse 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  Tomah, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  Wisconsin  Highway  21,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  21  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  Green  Bay,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  54  to  Algoma,  Wis.,  and  to  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  and  Tennessee. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
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EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 

J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Preserved  foodstuffs  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  frozen  foods, 
meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  dairy  products,  uncooked  bak¬ 
ery  goods,  yeast,  and  salad  dressing), 
from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Missouri 
(except  St.  Louis),  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  restricted  to  the  transporting  of 
traffic  originating  at  Boston,  Mass.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Austin,  Ind. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E32),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  dairy  products 
from  points  in  Texas  to  points  in  Maine 
and  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Lewisburg, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E33),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222,_Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle",  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Frozen  foods,  from  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  to  New  Orleans  and  Shreve¬ 
port,  La.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E34),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Frozen  dairy  products, 
from  points  in  Virginia  (except  Winches¬ 
ter,  Va.),  to  points  in  Idaho,  Oregon, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  dairy  products, 
from  Cambridge  and  Crisfleld,  Md.,  to 
points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  Utah,  and 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC— 114045  (Sub-No.  E54),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Non  frozen  dairy  products, 
from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 


California,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
New  Mexico,  and  Oklahoma,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  Boston,  Mass.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Wapakoneta,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E55),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD. 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Texas  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cooked  bakery  products 
and  bakery  products  ingredients  (other 
than  frozen  and  other  than  those  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Kansas, 
Missouri,  Illinois  (except  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St. 
Louis,  Ill.,  commercial  zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission),  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  Boston, 
Mass.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Seelyville,  Ind. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E72),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
TX  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Nonfrozen  dairy  products, 
from  Clifton  and  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washing¬ 
ton.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E77),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  pies  and  frozen 
bakery  products,  from  Cambridge  and 
Crisfleld,  Md.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Nevada, 
Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E75),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products  (except  fro¬ 
zen  foods,  meat  and  meat  products),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points 
in  Texas  and  Oklahoma,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
Boston,  Mass.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Martins¬ 
ville,  Ind. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E76),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 


sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  pies  and  frozen 
bakery  produets,  from  Keene,  N.H.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
New  Mexico,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tulsa, 
Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E78>,  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  dairy  products,  as 
described  in  section  B  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from 
Landover  and  Salisbury,  Md.,  to  points 
in  Idaho,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washing¬ 
ton.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma, 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E79),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas. 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  food  produces  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and 
frozen  foods),  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Vineland, 
N.J.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  and  Texas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Martinsville,  Ind. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E80),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  meats,  (except com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Oregon  and 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Evansville, 
Ind. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E81),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above)-.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  confectionery  products, 
(except  frozen  foods'  and  commodities 
in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Boston, 
Mass.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
„  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  Boston,  Mass.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Cook  County,  HI. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E82),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
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sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Unfrozen  meats,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Vineland,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Evansville,  Ind. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  ARROW 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr.,  919  Eighteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Roofing  and  roofing  ma¬ 
terials,  gypsum  and  gypsum  products, 
composition  board,  insulation  materials, 
construction  urethane,  urethane  con¬ 
struction  products,  and  related  materi¬ 
als,  supplies  and  accessories  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Lauderdale,  Limestone,  Colbert,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Lawrence,  Morgan,  Marion,  Win¬ 
ston,  Cullman,  Blount,  Lamar,  Fayette, 
Walker,  Jefferson,  Pickens,  Tuscaloosa, 
Shelby,  Greene,  Hale,  Bibb,  Chilton, 
Sumter,  Perry,  Autauga,  Marengo,  Dal¬ 
las,  Lowndes,  Montgomery,  Choctaw, 
Wilcox,  Butler,  Crenshaw,  Clarke,  Mon¬ 
roe,  and  Conecuh  Counties,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  the  plant  and  warehouse  site  of 
the  Celotex  Corp.  in  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  ARROW 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr.,  919  Eighteenth  Street  NW., 
Birmingham,  Ala.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Roofing  and  roofing  ma¬ 
terials,  -  gypsum  and  gypsum  products, 
composition  board,  insulation  materials, 
construction  urethane,  and  urethane 
construction  products  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  from  points  in  Etowah 
and  Calhoun  Counties,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  501.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
and  warehouse  site  of  the  Celotex  Corp. 
in  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  ARROW 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr.,  919  Eighteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Roofing  and  roofing  ma¬ 
terials,  gypsum  and  gypsum  products, 
composition  board,  insulation  materials, 
construction  urethane,  and  urethane 
construction  products  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  from  points  in  Talladega 
County,  Ala.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  221.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plant  and  warehouse  site  of  the 
Celotex  Corporation  in  Birmingham,  Ala. 
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No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  ARROW 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr.,  919  Eighteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Roofing  and  roofing  ma¬ 
terials,  gypsum  and  gypsum  products, 
composition  board,  insulation  materials, 
construction  urethane,  urethane  con¬ 
struction  products,  and  related  materi¬ 
als,  supplies  and  accessories  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Pike  County,  Ala.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  (except  points  in  Cherokee, 
Clay,  Macon,  Jackson,  Transylvania, 
Henderson,  Polk,  Rutherford,  Cleveland, 
Gaston,  Mecklenburg,  Union,  Anson, 
Richmond,  Scotland,  Robeson,  Colum¬ 
bus,  and  Brunswick  Counties,  N.C.).  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  and  warehouse  site 
of  the  Celotex  Corporation  in  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
May  7, 1974.  Applicant:  ARROW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd  Street,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35207.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Roofing 
and  roofing  materials,  gypsum  and  gyp¬ 
sum  products,  composition  board,  insula¬ 
tion  materials,  construction  urethane, 
urethane  construction  products,  and 
related  materials,  supplies  and  acces¬ 
sories  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
points  in  Lauderdale,  Limeston,  Colbert, 
Franklin,  Lawrence,  Morgan,  Marion, 
Winston,  Cullman,  Lamar,  Fayette, 
Walker,  Jefferson,  Pickens,  Tuscalossa, 
Shelby,  Greene,  Hale,  Bibb,  Chilton, 
Perry,  Autauga,  Sumter,  Marengo,  Dal¬ 
las,  Lowndes,  Wilcox,  Choctaw,  Clarke, 
Monroe,  and  Conecuh  Counties,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  South  Carolina.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plant  and  warehouse  site  of  the 
Celotex  Corporation  in  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  7, 1974.  Applicant:  ARROW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd  Street, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  J.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Roofing  and  roofing 
materials,  gypsum  and  gypsum  products, 
composition  board,  insulation  materials, 

fnstruction  urethane,  and  urethane  con- 
ruction  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Pickens,  Tusca¬ 
loosa,  Jefferson,  Shelby,  Greene,  Hale, 
Bibb,  Chilton,  Perry,  Sumter,  Autauga, 
Marengo,  Dallas,  Lowndes,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Choctaw,  Wilcox,  Butler,  Cren¬ 
shaw,  Clarke,  Monroe,  and  Conecuh 
Counties,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Maryland  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  522,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  and 


warehouse  sites  of  the  Celotex  Corpora¬ 
tion  in  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  points  in 
Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
May  7, 1974.  Applicant:  ARROW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd  Street, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Roofing  and  roofing  materials,  gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  composition  board, 
insulation  materials,  construction  ure¬ 
thane,  and  urethane  construction  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  commodities  In  bulk),  from 
points  in  Lamar,  Fayette,  Walker,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Pickens,  Tuscaloosa,  Shelby, 
Greene,  Hale,  Bibb,  Chilton,  Sumter, 
Perry,  Autauga,  Elmore,  Marengo,  Dallas, 
Lowndes,  Montgomery,  Choctaw,  Wilcox, 
Clarke,  Monroe,  Conecuh,  Butler,  Cren¬ 
shaw,  and  Pike  Counties,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Celotex  Cor¬ 
poration  in  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC-124211  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
April  8,  1974.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (a)  Macaroni, 
noodles,  pancake  and  cake  flour  (except 
in  bulk) ,  spaghetti,  vermicelli,  and  food 
products  (except  frozen  foods,  dairy 
products,  potato  products,  coffee  and 
confectionery,  and  meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766) ,  from  points  in  Idaho  and  Montana 
to  points  in  Ohio  and  Kentucky,  (b) 
Macaroni,  noodles,  pancake  and  cake 
flour  (except  in  bulk),  spaghetti,  ver¬ 
micelli,  and  food  products  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  dairy  products,  frozen 
foods,  potato  products,  and  meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  byproducts,  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766) ,  from  points  in  Idaho  and  Mon¬ 
tana  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  the  lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan 
on  and  south  of  Michigan  Highway  46. 

(c)  Macaroni,  noodles,  pancake  and 
cake  flour  (except  in  bulk),  spaghetti, 
vermicelli,  grain  products,  and  food 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
frozen  foods,  potato  products,  meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  dairy 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766) ,  from 
points  in  Idaho  and  Montana  to  points 
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in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina,  and  to 
Bells,  Humboldt,  Jackson,  Milan,  and 
Memphis,  Tenn.  (d)  Macaroni,  noodles, 
pancake  and  cake  flour  (except  in  bulk), 
spaghetti,  vermicelli,  feed  grain,  and 
food  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  frozen  foods,  potato  products,  and 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766) ,  from  points  in  Idaho 
and  Montana  to  points  in  Ohio,  West 
Virginia,  Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Maine, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-124211  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
April  8,  1974.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (a)  Macaroni, 
noodles,  pancake  and  cake  flour  (except 
in  bulk) ,  spaghetti,  vermicelli,  and  food 
products  (except  frozen  foods,  dairy 
products,  potato  products,  coffee  and 
confectionery,  and  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766),  from  points  in  North  Dakota 
to  points  in  Kentucky  (except  points 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  64) . 

(b)  Macaroni,  noodles,  pancake  and 
cake  flour  (except  in  bulk),  spaghetti, 
vermicelli,  and  food  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  dairy  products, 
frozen  foods,  potato  products,  and  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  ond 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766),  from  points  in 
North  Dakota  to  points  in  Pennsylvania 
(except  points  west  of  the  Susquehanna 
River) . 

(c)  Macaroni,  noodles,  pancake  and 
cake  flour  (except  in  bulk)  spaghetti, 
vermicelli,  grain  products,  and  food  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  frozen  foods,  potato  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  dairy  products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  In 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  and  except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  North  Dakota  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina,  and 
Bells,  Humboldt,  Jackson,  Milan,  and 
Memphis,  Tenn.  (d)  Macaroni,  noodles, 
pancake  and  cake  flour  (except  in  bulk), 
spaghetti,  vermicelli,  feed  grain,  and 
food  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  frozen  foods,  potato  products,  and 


meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766),  from  points  in 
North  Dakota  to  points  in  Virginia, 
Maryland  (except  points  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  81),  Delaware,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  (except  points  west  of  the  Susque¬ 
hanna  River) ,  New  York  (except  points 
west  of  New  York  Highway  12) ,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Maine,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-124211  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
April  8,  1974.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  J.  Hilt  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paint  materials, 
(a)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Nebraska 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  81  to  points  in  Cal¬ 
ifornia;  (b)  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Nebraska  east  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Nebraska-South  Dakota  State 
line,  thence  south  over  U.S.  Highway  77 
to  the  intersection  of  the  southern 
boundary  of  Saunders  County,  Nebr., 
thence  along  the  southern  boundary  of 
Saunders  County  to  the  southern  bound¬ 
ary  of  Surpy  County,  Nebr.,  thence  along 
the  southern  boundary  of  Surpy  County 
to  the  Nebraska-Iowa  State  line,  to 
points  in  Colorado;  (c)  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Nebraska  east  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska-South 
Dakota  State  line,  thence  south  over 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  the  intersection  of 
Nebraska  Highway  92,  thence  east  over 
Nebraska  Highway  92  to  the  Nebraska- 
Iowa  State  line  to  points  in  Kansas;  (d) 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Nebraska  east 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line, 
thence  south  over  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
the  intersection  of  U.S.  Highway  34, 
thence  east  over  U.S.  Highway  34  to  the 
Nebraska-Iowa  State  line  to  points  in 
Oklahoma  and  Texas;  (e)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Nebraska  east  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  line,  thence  north  over 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  the  intersection  of 
U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  east  over  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  the  Nebraska-Iowa  State 
line,  to  points  in  South  Dakota;  (f )  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Nebraska  east  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ne- 
braska-Kansas  State  line,  thence  north 
along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  east  over 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Nebraska-Iowa 
State  line,  to  points  in  North  Dakota. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  William 
H.  Harvey  Company  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-124211  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
April  8,  1974.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (a)  Empty  glass 
containers,  from  Alton,  HI.,  to  points  in 
California.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  the 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  commercial  zone,  which 
are  within  the  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  (b)  Glass  containers,  from 
Alton,  Ill.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Colo¬ 
rado  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Colorado-Kansas  State  line,  thence 
west  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  50  near  Grand 
Junction,  Colo.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  the  Colorado-Utah  State  line, 
and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  and  to  points  in  Iowa 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Iowa-Missouri  State  line,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  the  junction  of  Iowa 
Highway  10,  thence  east  along  Iowa 
Highway  10  to  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
the  Iowa-Minnesota  State  line,  to  points 
in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  to  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
west  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line, 
thence  south  over  U.S.  Highway  77  to 
the  junction  of  Nebraska  Highway  2, 
thence  west  over  Nebraska  Highway  2  to 
the  N ebraska-South  Dakota  State  line, 
and  to  points  in  Montana,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming.  The  pin- 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Nebraska  which  are 
within  the  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  commer¬ 
cial  zone. 

No.  MC-124211  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988  D.T.S.,  Oma¬ 
ha,  Nebr.  68101.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (a)  Food¬ 
stuffs  (except  frozen  foods,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  meats,  meat  products,  meat 
by  product?,  dairy  products,  and  articles, 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A,  B,  C,  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766),  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Nevada  north  of  Interstate  Highway  15 
and  from  points  in  that  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Califomia-Nevada  State  line  and 
extending  west  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  15  to  the  junction  of  California 
Highway  58,  thence  over  California 

Highway  58  to  junction  of  California 
Highway  223,  thence  over  California 

Highway  223  to  junction  of  California 
Highway  166,  thence  over  California 

Highway  166  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

(b)  Canned  or  packaged  foodstuffs 

(except  frozen  foodstuffs,  and  except 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
dairy  products,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
Sections  A,  B,  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766), 
from  points  in  that  part  of  California 
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on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
California-Nevada  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  west  along  Interstate  Highway 
15  to  the  junction  of  California  High¬ 
way  58,  thence  along  California  High¬ 
way  58  to  junction  of  California  High¬ 
way  223,  thence  along  California  High¬ 
way  223  to  junction  of  California  High¬ 
way  166,  thence  over  California  High¬ 
way  166  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Lancaster  County,  Nebr. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11935  FUed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateways 

May  21,  1974. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  propos¬ 
als  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  purpose 
of  reducing  highway  congestion,  alleviat¬ 
ing  air  and  noise  pollution,  minimizing 
safety  hazards,  and  conserving  fuel  have 
been  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  under  the  Commission’s 
Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49  CFR 
1065(a)),  and  notice  thereof  to  all  in¬ 
terested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  June  3,  1974.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Protests  against  the  elim¬ 
ination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate  to 
stay  commencement  of  the  proposed  op¬ 
eration. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E144),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Au^ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  as  described 
in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
Austin,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Florida.  TTie 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E190),  filed 
April  28.  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
points  in  California  to  points  in  Maine. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  sites  of  the  Commercial  Cold  Stor¬ 
age,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E195),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  as  described 
in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Dade  City,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E201),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  as  described 
in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E202),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
from  Tampa  and  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to 
points  in  Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Gulf¬ 
port,  Miss. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E204),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  Bridgeton,  N.J.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  points  in  Pike  and  Spaulding  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E205),  filed 
April  28.  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 


routes,  transporting :  canned  goods  from 
Frederick,  Md.,  to  points  in  Colorado  on, 
west,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Colorado-Kansas  State  line,  thence  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  Colorado  Highway  9, 
thence  along  Colorado  Highway  9  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  its  intersection 
with  Colorado  Highway  131,  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  131  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  its  intersection  with  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  355,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  355  to  the  Colorado-Wyoming 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Pike 
and  Spaulding  Counties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E191),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
points  in  California  to  points  in  New 
Hampshire.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  site 
and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Commercial 
Cold  Storage,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E192),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
citrus  products,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  in  mixed 
loads  with  citrus  products,  not  canned 
and  not  frozen,  from  points  in  Florida 
to  points  in  Maine.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E197),  filed 
April  28.  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
vegetables  and  canned  pimentos,  from 
Saticoy,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Vermont. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  sites  of  the  Commercial  Cold 
Storage,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Dora¬ 
ville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E199),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicles,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  points  in  California 
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to  points  in  Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  and  warehouse  sites  of  the 
Commercial  Cold  Storage,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E200),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Canned  vege¬ 
tables  and  canned  pimentos,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Saticoy,  Calif.,  to  points  in  New 
Hampshire.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Commer¬ 
cial  Cold  Storage,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E208),  filed 
April  28,  1974,  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  vegetables 
and  canned  pimentos,  from  Oxnard, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Maine.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  sites  of  the 
Commercial  Cold  Storage  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E211),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  goods,  from 
points  in  Delaware  (except  those  south  of 
the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal) ,  to 
points  in  Colorado  on,  west,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Utah-Colorado 
State  line,  and  thence  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  its  intersection  with 
Colorado  Highway  149  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  149  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  160,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  160  to  Alamosa,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  285  to  the  Colorado-New 
Mexico  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Pike  and  Spaulding  Counties, 
Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E213),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  points  In  Delaware  (except 
those  south  of  the  Chesapeake  and 
Delaware  Canal) ,  to  points  in  Oklahoma 
on,  east,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  line, 


thence  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
64  to  its  intersection  with  Oklahoma 
Highway  16,  thence  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  16  to  its  Intersection  with  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33,  thence  along  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  270,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  270  to  its  intersection  with 
Oklahoma  Highway  3,  thence  along 
Oklahoma  Highway  3  to  its  intersection 
with  Oklahoma  Highway  95,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  95  to  the 
Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Pike  and  Spaulding 
Counties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-105457  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  THURSTON 
MOTOR  LINES,  P.O.  Box  10638,  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.  28201.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  V.  Luckadoo  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Abbeville,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Albemarle,  Asheboro, 
Burlington,  Cherry  Point,  Clinton,  Dur¬ 
ham,  Edenton,  Elizabeth  City,  Elizabeth¬ 
town,  Fayetteville,  Goldsboro,  Greens¬ 
boro,  Henderson,  Jacksonville,  Kins¬ 
ton,  Lumberton,  New  Bern,  Plymouth, 
Raleigh,  Rocky  Mount,  Salisbury,  Tar- 
boro,  Washington,  Williamston,  and 
Wilmington,  N.C.;  (2)  between  Aiken, 
S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Albemarle,  Asheboro,  Burling¬ 
ton,  Cherry  Point,  Durham,  Edenton, 
Elizabeth  City,  Greensboro,  Henderson 
Kinston,  New  Bern,  Plymouth,  Raleigh, 
Rocky  Mount,  Salisbury,  Tarboro,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Williamston,  N.C.;  (3)  be¬ 
tween  Anderson,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  mi  the  other,  those  points  in  North 
Carolina  listed  in  (1)  above;  (4)  between 
Barnwell,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  Albermarle,  Asheboro,  Bur¬ 
lington,  Cherry  Point,  Durham,  Edenton, 
Elizabeth  City,  Goldsboro,  Greensboro, 
Henderson,  New  Bern,  Plymouth,  Ral¬ 
eigh,  Rocky  Mount,  Salisbury  Tarboro, 
and  Williamston,  N.C. 

(5)  Between  Edgefield,  S.C.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Albemarle, 
Asheboro,  Burlington,  Cherry  Point, 
Clinton,  Durham,  Edenton,  Elizabeth 
City,  Goldsboro,  Greensboro,  Henderson, 
Jacksonville,  Kinston,  New  Bern,  Plym¬ 
outh,  Raleigh,  Rocky  Mount,  Salisbury, 
Tarboro,  Washington,  and  Williamston, 
N.C.;  (6)  between  Gaffney,  S.C.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  North  Carolina  listed  in  (1)  above; 
(7)  between  Greenville,  S.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
North  Carolina  listed  in  (1)  above;  (8) 
between  Greenwood,  S.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
North  Carolina  listed  in  (1)  above;  (9) 
between  Laurens,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  North 
Carolina  listed  in  (1)  above;  (10)  be¬ 
tween  Lexington,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  Albemarle,  Asheboro, 
Burlington,  Cherry  Point,  Durham, 
Edenton,  Elizabeth  City,  Greensboro, 
Henderson,  Jacksonville,  New  Bern, 
Plymouth,  Raleigh,  Rocky  Mount,  Salis¬ 
bury,  Tarboro,  Washington,  and  Wil¬ 
liamston,  N.C. ;  (11)  between  McCormick, 
S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Albemarle,  Asheboro,  Burlington,  Cherry 
Point,  Clinton,  Durham,  Edenton,  Eliza¬ 
beth  City,  Elizabethtown,  Fayetteville, 
Goldsboro,  Greensboro,  Henderson, 
Jacksonville,  Kinston,  New  Bern,  Plym¬ 
outh,  Raleigh,  Rocky  Mount,  Salisbury, 
Tarboro,  Washington,  Williamston,  and 
Wilmington,  N.C.;  (12)  between  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  North  Carolina 
listed  in  (1)  above;  (13)  between  Pick¬ 
ens,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  North  Carolina 
listed  in  (1)  above;  (14)  between  Saluda, 
S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Albemarle,  Asheboro,  Burlington,  Cherry 
Point,  Clinton,  Durham,  Edenton,  Eliza¬ 
beth  City,  Fayetteville,  Goldsboro,  Hen¬ 
derson,  Jacksonville,  Kinston,  New  Bern, 
Plymouth,  Raleigh,  Rocky  Mount,  Salis¬ 
bury,  Tarboro,  Washington,  and  Wil¬ 
liamston,  N.C.;  (15)  between  Seneca, 
S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  North  Carolina  listed  in 
(1)  above;  (16)  between  Spartanburg, 
S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  North  Carolina  listed  in 
(1)  above;  (17)  between  Union,  S.C.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  North  Carolina  listed  In  (1) 
above.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC-105813  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
April  15,  1974.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  3500  NW.  79th 
Ave.,  Miami,  Fla.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Arthur  J.  Sibik  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  (1)  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  in  mechani¬ 
cally  refrigerated  vehicles,  and  contain¬ 
ers  or  other  incidental  facilities  used  in 
transporting  such  commodities,  and 
further  restricted  against  shipments  hav¬ 
ing  an  immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water,  from  Chicago,  East 
St.  Louis,  and  Peoria,  HI.,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  Kansas  City,  St.  Louis,  and  St. 
Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Madison  and  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wis.,  to  Cottondale  and  Panama 
City,  Fla.  (2)  Dairy  products  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  in  mechanically  re¬ 
frigerated  vehicles,  and  containers  or 
other  incidental  facilities  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  such  commodities  and  further 
restricted  against  shipments  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  water,  from  Chicago  and  East 
St.  Louis,  HI.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  and  Kansas  City  and  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  to  Cottondale  and  Panama 
City,  Fla.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Campbell  ton, 
Fla. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E122),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
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LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC..  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles.  from  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
points  in  Indiana.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  In¬ 
stitute,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E123),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
points  in  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Institute, 
W.  Va.,  and  Addystown,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E124),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
points  in  Kansas.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  In¬ 
stitute,  W.  Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E126),  filed 
May  8.  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals  as  defined  in  The  Max¬ 
well  Co.,  Extension- Addyston,  63  M.C.C. 
677,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Institute,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E128),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Dowingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals  as  defined  in  The  Max¬ 
well  Co.,  Extension- Addyston,  63  M.C.C. 
677  (except  bituminous  products  and 
materials) ,  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  points  in 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Morgan¬ 
town  and  Natrium,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-113362  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
May  5.  1974.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1105'/2  8th  Ave. 
NE.,  Austin,  Minn.  55912.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Milton  D.  Adams,  P.O.  Box 
562,  Austin,  Minn.  55912.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  general  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
and  in  connection  therewith,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business,  from  Chicago,  HI., 
to  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  and  points  in 
Kossuth  County,  Iowa,  and  Martin  and 
Faribault  Counties,  Minn.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Elmore,  Minn.,  and  points  in  Kossuth 
County,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Bologna,  from  Lebanon, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Dodge  City,  Kans. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E36),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  dairy  products, 
from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Ore¬ 
gon  and  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant's  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  pies  and  frozen 
bakery  products,  from  Louisville,  Ky„  to 
points  in  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Oregon,  Washington,  Nevada,  Ari¬ 
zona,  and  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tulsa, 
Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E38),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  pies,  from  Ameri¬ 
can  Falls,  Boise,  Nampa,  Pocatello,  Cald¬ 
well,  Heybum,  and  Burley,  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Kentucky  and  Tennessee  (ex¬ 
cept  Memphis)  .  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tulsa, 
Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen 
berries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from 
Louisville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  California 


and  Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma 
City,  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E40),v  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cooked  bakery  products 
and  prepared  bakery  products  ingredi¬ 
ents  (other  than  frozen  and  other  than 
those  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  plant  site  and 
warehouse  facilities  utilized  by  the 
Pillsbury  Company  at  New  Albany, 
Indiana,  to  points  in  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Seelyville,  Ind. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E52),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant: TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Texas  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fresh  meats  and  meat 
products,  as  described  in  Section  A  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  the 
plant  site  of  Armour  and  Company  near 
Sterling,  HI.,  to  those  points  in  Texas 
on,  east,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  180  to  Fort 
Worth,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
35N  to  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Jackson,  Tenn. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E56),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cooked  bakery  products 
and  bakery  products  ingredients  (other 
than  frozen  and  other  than  those  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Vineland,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Kansas. 
Missouri  (except  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
points  in  St.  Louis,  Mo. -East  St.  Louis, 
Ill.  commercial  zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Seelyville, 
Ind. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E57),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Texas  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dairy  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
and  frozen  foods),  from  Vineland,  N.J., 
to  points  in  California,  Colorado,  Kansas, 
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New  Mexico,  and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Wapakoneta,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E58),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Texas  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Non- frozen  dairy  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Texas,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  Boston  Mass.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Wapakoneta,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E59),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Texas  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  dairy  products, 
from  points  in  Montcalm  County, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Oregon  and  Utah, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  plantsite  or  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Hillsboro,  Wichita,  or 
Hutchinson,  Kans. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E60),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Texas  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  fruits, 
frozen  berries,  and  frozen  vegetables, 
from  points  in  Montcalm  County,  Mich., 
to  points  in  California,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  plantsite  or  warehouse  facilities  of 
Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Arkansas  or  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E63),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from  Car¬ 
rollton,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E  63),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from  points 
in  New  Jersey  (except  Seabrook),  to 
points  in  California.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  or  Texas. 


No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E64),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  pies  and  frozen 
bakery  products,  from  points  in  New 
Jersey  (except  Seabrook),  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tulsa, 
Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E65),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from  Keene, 
N.H.,  to  points  in  California.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Arkansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  or  Texas. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E66),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,' 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  pies  and  frozen 
bakery  products,  from  Landover  and  Sal¬ 
isbury,  Md.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Nevada, 
Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E67),  filed 
May  7,  J974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Non- frozen  dairy  products, 
from  Boston  and  Woburn,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  Utah,  and 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E68),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  meats  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Boston, 
Mass.,  to  points  in  California.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Evansville,  Ind. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E69),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dairy  products,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Section  B  of  Appendix  I  to  the 


report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  and  commodities  par¬ 
tially  exempt  from  regulation  under  sec¬ 
tion  203(b)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  when  moving  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  at  the  same  time  with  dairy 
products  as  described  above,  in  mechani¬ 
cally  refrigerated  vehicles,  from  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Montana, 
Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E70),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier , 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen 
berries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from 
points  in  Montcalm  County,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Florida  and  South  Carolina,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  plant  site  or  warehouse 
facilities  of  Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E71),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  and  hides) ,  from  Allen 
Township,  Hillsdale  County,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Utah  and  Nevada,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  Great  Markwestern  Packing  Company 
at  Allen  Township,  Hillsdale  County, 
Mich.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dodge  City, 
Kans. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E74),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats  and  meat  products, 
as  described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  from  Fall  River,  Mass.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  Oklahoma,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  Fall  River,  Mass.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Norfolk,  Va. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E83),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
TX  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
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meat  by-products,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  from  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  destined 
to  points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E84),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
TX  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Frozen  bakery  products, 
from  Chambersburg,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Wash¬ 
ington.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E85),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
TX  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  non- frozen  dairy  products, 
as  described  in  Section  B  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from 
Columbus,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Hutchinson  or  Hillsboro, 

TTarm 

No.  MC-1 14045  (Sub-No.  E86),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS- COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by  products,  as  described  in  Section 
A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  Carthage,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dodge  City, 
Kans. 

No.  MC-1 19789  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  Dallas,  Texas  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (a)  Canned  foodstuffs  (except  fro¬ 
zen  food  products,  and  meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  In  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  and 
766) ,  from  Columbus,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Yuma,  Maricopa,  Pima,  Santa  Cruz,  and 
Graham  Counties,  Arlz.,  and  Imperial, 
Los  Angeles,  Orange,  Riverside,  San  Ber- 


nadino,  San  Diego,  and  Ventura,  Calif. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  New  Belledeau,  La.  (b) 
Confectionery,  from  Columbus,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Los  Angeles,  Orange,  Imperial, 
and  San  Diego  Counties,  Calif.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Thibodaux,  La. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  ARROW 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr„  919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  roofing  and  roofing  materials,  gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  insulation  materials,  construction 
urethane,  and  urethane  construction 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  Lauderdale,  Limestqne, 
Colbert,  Franklin,  Lawrence,  Morgan, 
Marion,  Winston,  and  Cullman  Counties, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  Pike,  Monroe,  North¬ 
ampton,  Lehigh,  Bucks,  Berks,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Chester,  and  Delaware  Counties, 
Pa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  and 
warehouse  site  of  the  Celotex  Corpora¬ 
tion  in  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Wayne 
County,  N.C. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  ARROW 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr.,  919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  roofing  and  roofing  materials,  gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  insulation  materials,  construction 
urethane,  and  urethane  construction 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  Pickens,  Tuscaloosa, 
Jefferson,  Greene,  Hale,  Bibb,  Sumter, 
Perry,  Marengo,  Dallas,  Choctaw,  Wilcox, 
Clarke,  Monroe,  and  Conecuh  Counties, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  Virginia  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  15.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Celotex 
Corporation  in  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC-121060  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  ARROW 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1220  West  3rd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35207.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr.,  919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier .  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  roofing  and  roofing  materials,  gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  insulation  materials,  construction 
urethane,  and  urethane  construction 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  Blount,  Etowah,  St.  Clair, 
Calhoun,  and  Talladega  Counties,  Ala.,  to 
Nansemond  and  Isle  of  Wight  Counties, 
Va.,  and  points  in  Newport  News,  Hamp¬ 
ton,  Norfolk,  Portsmouth,  Virginia  Beach, 


and  Chesapeake,  Va.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Celotex 
Corporation  in  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
Wayne  County,  N.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-12037  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  ami 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

[Notice  71] 

May  20, 1974. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application;  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  Section 
210a  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67  (49  CFR  1131)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  on  or  before 
June  10,  1974.  One  copy  of  such  protests 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative,  if  any,  and 
the  protests  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made.  Hie  protests  must  be 
specific  as  to  the  service  which  such  Pro¬ 
testant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must 
consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six  (6) 
copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  field 
office  to  which  protests  are  to  be  trans¬ 
mitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  26396  (Sub-No.  121  TA).  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  POPELKA 

TRUCKING  CO.,  doing  business  as  THE 
WAGGONERS,  P.O.  Box  990,  Livingston. 
Mont.  59047.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jeanne  Charlesworth  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ag¬ 
ricultural  chemicals,  from  Arlington, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Washington,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Monsanto 
Company,  800  North  Lindbergh,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  63166.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Paul  J.  Labane,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Rm.  222  U.S.  Post  Office 
Building,  Billings,  Mont.  59101. 

No.  MC-30844  (Sub-No.  506  TA) ,  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  KROBLIN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2125 
Commercial  Street,  P.O.  Box  5000  (Box 
zip  50702) ,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Larry  L.  Strickler 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
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sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  >,  from  the  plantsite  of  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  American 
Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Cactus, 
Tex.  (Moore  County) ,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  American  Beef 
Packers,  Inc.,  7000  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr,  68106.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  Transportation 
Specialist,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  875  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC-35358  (Sub-No.  34  TA),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  BERGER 

TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  3720 
Macalaster  Drive  NE.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55421.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  S.  Holmes,  4601  IDS  Tower,  80  So. 
8th  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Radios, 
phonographs,  televisions,  tape  players, 
and  recorders  and  parts,  accessories  and 
components  for  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities,  from  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Team  Central,  Inc.,  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Illinois. 
Iowa,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Team  Central,  In¬ 
corporated,  720  29th  Avenue  SE.,  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Minn.  55414.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Raymond  T.  Jones,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  448  Federal  Build¬ 
ing  &  U.S.  Courthouse,  110  So.  4th  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC-35358  (Sub-No.  35  TA),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  BERGER 

TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  3720 
Macalaster  Drive  NE.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55421.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  S.  Holmes,  4601  IDS  Tower,  80  So. 
8th  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Radios, 
phonographs,  televisions,  tape  players, 
and  recorders  and  parts,  accessories  and 
components  for  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.;  Huntington,  Ind.;  and  points 
in  New  York,  to  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Team  Central,  Inc.,  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Team  Central,  In¬ 
corporated,  720  29th  Avenue  SE.,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.  55414.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Raymond  T.  Jones,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  448  Federal  Bldg. 


&  U.S.  Courthouse,  110  So.  4th  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  437  TA) , 
filed  May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  PURO- 
LATER  COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada 
Drive,  Lake  Success,  (NHP-PO),  N.Y. 
11040.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
M.  Delaney  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Computer  parts, 
cash  register  parts,  machine  parts,  and 
critical  replacement  parts,  restricted  to 
packages  or  articles  weighing  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  no  more  than  100  pounds,  from 
one  consignor  to  one  consignee  on  any 
one  day,  between  Peachtree  City,  Ga.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  90  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
The  National  Cash  Register  Company, 
200  Highway  74,  South  Peachtree  City, 
Ga.  30269.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Anthony  D.  Giaimo,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  438  TA), 
filed  May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  PURO- 
LATOR  COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada 
Drive,  Lake  Success,  (NHP-PO),  N.Y. 
11040.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 

M.  Delany  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Business  papers 
records,  audit  and  accounting  media  of 
all  kinds,  between  Harrisburgh,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Kent,  New  Castle,  and  Sussex  Coun¬ 
ties,  Del.;  Carroll,  Cecil,  Garrett,  and 
Queen  Anne  Counties,  Md.;  Burlington, 
Camden,  Cumberland,  Hunterdon,  Mon¬ 
mouth,  Morris,  Ocean,  Passiac,  Salem, 
Somerset,  Sussex,  and  Warren  Counties, 

N. J.,  for  90  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  Agway.  Inc.,  3609  Derry  Street, 
Harrisburgh,  Pa.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Anthony  D.  Giaimo,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  114604  (Sub-No.  24  TA), 
filed  May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  CAUDELL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  State  Farmers 
Market  #33,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30059.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Frank  D.  Hall, 
Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Road  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
Mecklenburg  County,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Georgia,  Tennessee,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  Louisiana,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPERS:  Charlotte  Con¬ 
trol  Storage,  Inc.,  5100  Exchange  St., 
P.O.  Box  8644,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28208; 
Schrafft  Candy  Company,  529  Main 
Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02129;  Nabisco 


Confections,  Inc.,  810  Main  Street,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  Mass.  02119;  Kraft  Foods  Divi¬ 
sion,  Kraftco,  Inc.,  315  W.  Ponce  de  Leon, 
Suite  963,  Decatur,  Ga.  30333.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  William  L.  Scroggs, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
1252  West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Room 
309,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  115322  (Sub-No.  101  TA) . 
filed  May  10, 1974.  Applicant:  REDWING 
REFRIGERATED,  INC.,  Mlg:  P.O.  Box 
10177,  Off:  Highway  527,  Taft,  Fla,  32809. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  front 
Presque  Isle  and  Caribou,  Maine,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER:  Potato  Service,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  809,  Presque  Isle,  Maine.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor  G. 
H.  Fauss,  Jr..  Bureau  of  Operations,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Box 
35008,  400  W.  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32202. 

No.  MC  115353  (Sub-No.  17  TA),  filed 
April  30,  1974.  Applicant:  LOUIS  J. 
KENNEDY  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  342 
Schuyler  Avenue,  Kearney,  N.J.  07032. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins, 
Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fabricated  metal  products,  iron  and 
steel  sheets  and  coils,  for  the  account  of 
United  States  Gypsum  Co.,  from  Warren. 
Ohio,  to  New  York,  N.Y.;  Yonkers,  N.Y.; 
Philadelphia,  Corry,  and  Eddystone,  Pa.; 
Alson,  Springfield,  and  Woburn,  Mass.; 
Perth  Amboy,  Lyndhurst,  and  Fairfield, 
N.J.;  Baltimore,  Md.;  Springfield  and 
Charlottesville,  Va.;  Lancaster,  Pa.; 
Hamden,  Conn.;  Thomaston,  Conn.; 
Warminister,  Conn.;  Salem,  Va.;  Cam¬ 
bridge,  Mass.;  Fairport,  Sidney,  James¬ 
town,  Oakfleld,  and  Stony  Point,  N.Y.; 
Boston,  Mass.;  Kearney,  N.J.;  and  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  United  States  Gypsum  Com¬ 
pany,  101  South  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago, 
Ill.  60606.  SEND  PROTESTS  70:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  Robert  E.  Johnston, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  9  Clinton  St.,  New¬ 
ark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  115496  (Sub-No.  23  TA),  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  LUMBER 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  111,  High¬ 
way  23  South,  Cochran,  Ga.  31014.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith, 
1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Suite  12,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30349.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber,  from  the  plantsite  of  Holder  ft 
Northern  Lumber  Sales,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Nashville  and  Tullahoma,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Virginia,  Tennessee, 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  and  Georgia,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Holder  &  Northern  Lumber  Sales,  Inc., 
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5705  New  York  Avenue,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37209.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  William  L. 
Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  1252  West  Peachtree  Street,  NW., 
Room  309,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  115496  (Sub-No.  24  TA) ,  hied 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  LUMBER 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  111,  High¬ 
way  23  South,  Cochran,  Ga.  31014.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith, 
1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Suite  12,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30349.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber,  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  of  Conwall,  Inc.,  at  Richmond  and 
Wilkes  Counties,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Ohio,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina, 
and  Virginia,  for  180  days.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Conwall,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2325, 
Augusta,  Ga.  30903.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  William  L.  Scroggs,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  1252  West 
Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Room  309,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  124774  (Sub-No.  90  TA) ,  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  4440 
Buckingham  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  7344, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Clifford  J.  Foltz  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  American 
Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Cactus, 
Tex.  (Moore  County),  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Connecticut,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  and  Rhode  Island,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at,  and  destined  to, 
the  named  points,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  American  Beef 
Packers,  Inc.,  Ralph  L.  McGee,  General 
Traffic  Manager,  7000  W.  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  District  Supervisor  Carroll  Russell, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Suite  620  Union 
Pacific  Plaza,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  125162  (Sub-No.  8  TA) ,  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  CROWN 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  3811  Broadway, 
Macon,  Ga.  31206.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  40  Marietta 
Street,  1600  First  Federal  Building, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Brick,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  unloaders,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Jenkins  Brick  Co.,  at  Montgom¬ 


ery,  and  Coosada,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
80,  Georgia  Highway  49,  22,  16,  and 
U.S.  Highway  278,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Atlanta  Brick 
and  Tile  Co.,  P.O.  Box  39188,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30318.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Wil¬ 
liam  L.  Scroggs,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Room  309,  1252 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  126276  (Sub-No.  95  TA) ,  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  FAST  MOTOR 
SERVICE,  INC.,  9100  Plainfield  Road. 
Brookfield,  Ill.  60153.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Albert  A.  Andrin,  29  S. 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Metal  containers 
and  metal  container  ends  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  metal  contain¬ 
ers  and  metal  container  ends  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Crown  Cork  ft  Seal  Company,  Inc.,  at 
Perrysburg,  Ohio,  to  Detroit,  Midland, 
Frankenmuth,  and  Holland,  Mich.; 
South  Bend,  Ft.  Wayne,  Evansville,  and 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.;  Chicago  and  Brad¬ 
ley,  HI. ;  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Mr.  Edward 
Fehskens,  Director  of  Traffic,  Crown 
Cork  &  Seal  Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
208,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19136.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Robert  G.  Anderson, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Build¬ 
ing,  219  South  Dearborn  St.,  Room  1086, 
Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  127058  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  INTRA-CITY 
TRUCKING  CORP.,  301  Roselle  Street, 
Mineola,  N.Y.  11501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Moe  Zucker,  26  Court  Street, 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11242.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Printed  matter  on  flat  sheets,  blank 
paper  on  skids,  printed  labels  in  cartons, 
between  Brooklyn,  Queens  Expressway, 
N.Y.,  to  Verrazano  Bridge,  Staten 
Island  Expressway,  to  Goethals  Bridge; 
New  Jersey  Turnpike,  to  Exit  4;  Route 
73  to  Route  38,  to  Route  30,  to  the  Ben¬ 
jamin  Franklin  Bridge  into  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  Mastercraft  Lithographers,  Inc., 
39-01  Queens  Blvd.,  Long  Island  City, 
N.Y.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Anthony  D. 
Giaimo,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10007. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  will  tack 
in  MC  127058. 

No.  MC  127495  (Sub-No.  4  TA) ,  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Applicant:  AIRLINE 

FREIGHT,  INC.,  731  Chester  Pike,  Pros¬ 
pect  Park,  Pa.  19076.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  W.  R.  Rawding  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  with  the  usual 
exceptions,  having  subsequent  or  prior 
movement  by  air,  between  Edison,  N.J., 
and  Philadelphia  International  Airport, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPERS:  Revlon,  Inc.,  Rt. 
27  &  Talmadge  Rd„  Edison,  N.J.  08817; 
ABC  Air  Freight,  Hook  ft  Calcon  Hook 
Rds.,  Sharon  Hill,  Pa.  19079.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Peter  R.  Guman,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Federal 
Bldg.,  Room  3238,  600  Arch  St.,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  128024  (Sub-No.  8  TA),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
PORTABLE  BUILDING  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  22261,  75222,  10540  N. 
Central  Expressway,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Dean  Mad¬ 
den  (same  address  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Portable  buildings,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Texas,  Arkansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  points  in  Alabama,  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Mis¬ 
souri,  New  Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  on  the 
other,  for  180  days.  RESTRICTION:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are  limited 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Morgan  Portable  Build¬ 
ing  Corp.,  of  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  its  affiliate 
Morgan  Dallas  Corporation.  (Note. — 
affiliate  has  common  ownership  of  stock) . 
Carrier  does  not  Intend  to  tack  author¬ 
ity.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Morgan 
Portable  Building  Corp.,  10540  N.  Cen¬ 
tral  Express,  Dallas,  Tex.  75231.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Gerald  T.  Holland,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1100 
Commerce  Street,  Room  13C12,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75202. 

No.  MC  129480  (Sub-No.  11  TA),  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRI-LINE  EX¬ 
PRESSWAYS  LTD.,  550  71st  Avenue 
SE.,  P.O.  Box  5245,  Station  A,  Calgary, 
Alberta,  Canada  T2H  OS6.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Hugh  Sweeney,  P.O.  Box 
1321,  Billings,  Mont.  59103.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  ore  pellets,  in  bulk, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Susquehanna- 
Western,  Inc.,  at  Edgemont,  S.  Dak.,  to 
the  International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
North  Dakota  and  Montana,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Interpro¬ 
vincial  Steel  Pipe  Corporation  Ltd.,  P.O. 
Box  1670,  Regina,  Saskatchewan,  Can¬ 
ada.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Paul  J. 
Labane,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Room  222,  U.S.  Post  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Billings,  Mont.  59101. 

No.  MC  133718  (Sub-No.  3  TA) ,  filed 
May  10, 1974.  Applicant:  W.  H.  RAMSEY, 
doing  business  as  W.  H.  RAMSEY  ft 
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SONS,  1245  East  9th  Street.  Pomona, 
Calif.  91756.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Milton  W.  Flack.  4311  Wilshire  Boule¬ 
vard,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90010.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (a)  Clay  or  earth¬ 
enware  tile,  between  Pomona,  Calif.,  and 
points  in  Maricopa  County,  Ariz.;  and 
(b)  tile  facing  or  flooring  quarries,  be¬ 
tween  Pomona  and  Roseville,  Calif.,  and 
points  in  Carson  City,  Churchill, 
Washoe,  and  Douglas  Counties,  Nev.,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Pomona  Tile  Company,  a  Division  of 
American  Clean  Tile  Company,  Inc.,  216 
South  Reservoir,  Pomona,  Calif.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Philip  Yallowitz,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  300 
North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Room  7708,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  134501  (Sub-No.  11  TA) ,  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  UFT  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  3128,  Irving,  Tex.  75061.  Applicant’s 
representative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Lein- 
inger  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Air  ducts 
and  fittings  and  sound  attenuators,  un¬ 
crated  (except  those  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment)  from  the  plantsites  of  Semco 
Manufacturing,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Salis¬ 
bury,  Mo.,  and  Roanoke,  Va.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Semco  Manufacturing,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  276,  Columbia,  Mo.  65201.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO :  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operation,  1100  Commerce  Street, 
Room  13C12,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

No.  MC  136409  (Sub-No.  2  TA) ,  filed 
May  3, 1974.  Applicant:  M.  A.  ELLEFSON 
&  SON,  doing  business  as  ACME  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE,  1615  Nixon  Road,  P.O. 
Box  5444,  Augusta,  Ga.  30906.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  J.  Galla¬ 
gher,  1776  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10019.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  House¬ 
hold  goods,  in  containers,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  beyond  the  points  authorized  and 
further  restricted  to  the  performance 
of  pickup  and  delivery  service  in  con¬ 
nection  with  packing,  crating,  and 
containerization  or  unpacking,  uncrat¬ 
ing,  and  decontainerization  of  such 
traffic,  between  points  in  Burke, 
Emanuel,  Jefferson,  Lincoln,  Richmond, 
Taliaferro,  Wilkes,  Columbia,  Glascock, 
Jenkins,  McDuffie,  Screven,  and  War¬ 
ren  Counties,  Ga.;  and  points  in  Aiken, 
Barnwell,  Hampton,  Allendale,  Edge- 
field,  and  McCormick  Counties,  S.C., 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS: 
Northwest  Consolidators,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
55010,  No.  City  Station,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98155;  International  Forwarding  Co., 
P.O.  Box  3020,  Bellevue,  Wash.  98009. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  William  L. 
Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 


Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  1252  West  Peachtree  St.  NW„ 
Room  309,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  136955  (Sub-No.  2  TA) ,  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  EVANS 

FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  2501  South  Ala¬ 
meda  St.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90058.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Donald  Murchi¬ 
son,  9454  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  400,  Bev¬ 
erly  Hills,  Calif.  90212.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  dangerous  articles,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  between  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Las  Vegas, 
Nev.,  on  the  other,  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  on  bills  of  lading  or  Ameri-Con 
Freight  Systems,  a  freight  forwarder, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Ameri-Con  Freight  System,  4650  Eastern 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90040.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Walter  W.  Strakosch, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Room  7708  Federal  Building,  300  North 
Los  Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90012. 

No.  MC  138861  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  C-LINE,  INC., 
Tourtellot  Hill  Road,  Chepachet,  R.I. 
02814.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ira  G. 
Megdal,  1730  M  Street,  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  pipe,  from  Cranston,  R.I.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  New  York, 
and  Vermont,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER;  NAVCO  Plastic  Pipe 
Corporation,  1150  Elmwood  Avenue, 
Cranston,  R.I.  02907.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Gerald  H.  Curry,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  187  Westminster 
Street,  Providence,  R.I.  02903. 

No.  MC  139563  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  WEATHER 
BROTHERS  TRANSFER  CO.,  OF  N.C., 
INC.,  Co.  of  N.C.,  Inc.,  921  East  Forsyth 
Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor, 
1107  Blackstone  Building,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  32202.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Used 
household  goods,  in  containers,  and  un¬ 
accompanied  baggage,  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  beyond  the  points 
applied  for.  Restricted  to  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  pickup  and  delivery  service  in 
connection  with  the  packing,  crating, 
and  containerization  or  unpacking,  un¬ 
crating,  and  decontainerization  of  such 
traffic,  between  Fayetteville,  N.C.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  points  in  North  Carolina, 
on  the  other,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER:  Department  of  Defense, 
Departmnet  of  the  Army,  Washington, 
D.C.  20310.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 


Commission,  Box  35008,  400  W.  Bay  St., 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  139777  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
May  10.  1974.  Applicant:  SIX  STAR 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  969A  Conk¬ 
lin  Street,  Farmingdale,  N.Y.  11735.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  A.  Charles  Tell, 
100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  .Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  ingredients,  and  herbicides,  in¬ 
secticides,  and  pesticides  when  moving  in 
mixed  shipments  with  fertilizer  and  fer¬ 
tilizer  ingredients;  and  animal  and  poul¬ 
try  feed  and  feed  ingredients,  from  the 
plantsite  and  shipping  facilities  of  The 
Andersons  at  or  near  Maumee,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia  and 
(2)  fertilizer,  fertilizer  materials,  and 
fertilizer  ingredients  from  the  plantsite 
and  shipping  facilities  of  Plant  Products, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Bluepoint,  N.Y.,  and  the 
plantsite  and  shipping  facilities  of  Lawn- 
A-Matt  Chemical  Corporation  at  or  near 
Flainview,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan,  and 
Illinois,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Plant  Products  Inc.,  Kennedy 
Avenue,  Bluepoint,  N.Y.  11715,  and 
Lawn-A-Matt  Chemical  Corp.,  131 
Sunnyside  Boulevard,  Plainview,  N.Y. 
11803.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Anthony 
D.  Giaimo,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  139780  TA,  filed  May  7,  1974. 
Applicant:  AMERICAN  SECURITY 

STORAGE  OF  ANNAPOLIS,  INC.,  1812 
Virginia .  Street,  Annapolis,  Md.  21401. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  F. 
Wohls tetter,  1700  K  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  household  goods,  between 
points  in  Anne  Arundel,  Baltimore,  Cal¬ 
vert,  Carroll,  Charles,  Frederick,  Har¬ 
ford,  Howard,  Kent,  Montgomery,  Prince 
Georges,  and  Queen  Annes  Counties,  and 
Baltimore  City,  Md.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  in  containers, 
and  further  restricted  to  the  performance 
of  pickup  and  delivery  service  in  con¬ 
nection  with  packing,  crating,  and  con¬ 
tainerization  or  unpacking,  uncrating 
and  decontainerization  of  such  traffie, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Mr.  Vernon  Schirmacher,  Vice  President, 
International  Export  Packers,  Inc.,  5360 
Eisenhower  Avenue,  Alexandria,  Va. 
22304.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  William 
L.  Hughes,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  814-B  Federal  Building, 
Baltimore,  Md.  21201. 

No.  MC  139781  TA,  filed  May  9,  1974. 
Applicant:  LOCH  RAVEN  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  doing  business  as  LOCH 
RAVEN  TOWING,  Joppa  and  Satyr  Hill 
Roads,  Baltimore,  Md.  21234.  Applicant’s 
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representative:  Joel  H.  Pachino,  210 
Dunkirk  Building,  Baltimore,  Md.  21222. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (A) 
Wrecked,  disabled,  inoperative,  and 
abandoned  motor  vehicles  and  trailers, 
and  <B>  empty  trailers  and  specially 
equipped  trailers,  excluding  mobile 
homes,  between  points  in  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  New  York,  and  Maryland,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS:  Mr.  Stephen  Karpchuk, 
Branch  Manager,  Mobile  Field  Office  Co., 
3101  Annapolis  Road,  Baltimore,  Md. 
21230;  Mr.  Dale  Yeager,  President,  Cycles 
Limited,  P.O.  Box  261,  Cockeysville,  Md. 
21030;  Mr.  John  P.  Ahem,  President, 
TTV  Color  Television  Production,  Inc., 
2160  Rock  Rose  Avenue,  Baltimore,  Md. 
21211;  and  Mr.  James  N.  Curran,  Service 
Manager,  Leaseway  Systems  of  Balti¬ 
more,  Inc.,  2930  James  Street.  Baltimore, 
Md.  21230.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  William  L.  Hughes, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  814-B  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201. 

No.  MC  139782  TA,  filed  May  9,  1974. 
Applicant:  REYNOLDS  DISTRIBUT¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  845  South  Montana 
Street,  Butte,  Mont.  59701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Ray  J.  Reynolds  (same 
address  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Malt  beverages;  (2)  fruit  juices; 
and  (3)  beverage  mixes,  (1)  from  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.;  and  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  to  Bozeman,  Dillon,  Helena, 
Great  Falls,  and  Kalispell,  Mont.;  (2) 
from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  Dillon, 
Helena,  Great  Falls,  Missoula,  and  Kali- 
spell,  Mont.;  and  (3)  from  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  Butte, 
Mont.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS:  Rosin  Distributing,  B-N 
Industrial  Site,  Helena,  Mont.  59601,  and 
Beaverhead  Bar  Supply,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
269,  Dillon,  Mont.  59725.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Paul  J.  Labane,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Rm.  222 
U.S.  Post  Office  Building,  Billings,  Mont. 
59101. 

No.  MC  139783  TA,  filed  May  10,  1974. 
Applicant:  GEORGE  McFARLAND,  218 
North,  P.O.  Box  21,  Austin,  Minn.  55912. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  Ma- 
lecki,  1  South  State  Street,  New  Ulm, 
Minn.  56073.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt 
beverages,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to 
Austin,  Minn.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER:  W.  H.  Austin  Distribut¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  513  East  Oakland  Avenue, 
Austin,  Minn.  55912.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  A.  N.  Spath,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  448  Federal  Build¬ 
ing  and  U.S.  Court  House,  110  S.  4th  St., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 


No.  MC  139784  TA,  filed  May  10.  1974. 
Applicant:  CATTLE  AND  GRAIN 

TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  Box  726,  Profes¬ 
sional  Building,  Scott  City,  Kans.  67871. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mike  Urban, 
310  Court,  Scott  City,  Kans.  67871.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Agriculture  imple¬ 
ments  and  parts,  from  Pueblo,  Colo.,  and 
building  materials,  from  New  Hampton, 
Iowa,  to  points  within  Scott,  Wichita, 
Gove,  Logan,  Lane,  and  Finney  Coun¬ 
ties,  Kans.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS:  Disney  Construction,  Inc., 
310  Court,  Scott  City,  Kans.  67871,  and 
Scott  Co-op  Association,  East  First 
Street,  Scott  City,  Kans.  67871.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  M.  E.  Taylor,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  501  Petro¬ 
leum  Building,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  139785  TA,  filed  May  9,  1974. 
Applicant:  CARL  E.  LIETZ,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  LIETZ  FARMS,  Route  1,  Coloma, 
Wis.  54930.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Rolfe  E.  Hanson,  121  West  Doty  Street, 
Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  dog  and  cat  foods  (not  fit 
for  human  consumption) ,  in  refrigerated 
vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Wisconsin  Brand,  Inc., 
at  Iola,  Viroqua,  Alma  Center,  and  Mont- 
fort,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Florida,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  and  South  Da¬ 
kota,  under  continuing  contract  with 
Wisconsin  Brand,  Inc.,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Wisconsin 
Brand,  Inc.,  Route  2,  Iola,  Wis.  54945. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Bomey  L. 
Hardin,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  139  W.  Wilson  St.,  Room  202, 
Madison,  Wis.  53703. 

No.  MC  139787  TA,  filed  May  9,  1974. 
Applicant:  M  &  M  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1743,  Auburn, 
Ala.  36830.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  limestone,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Lee  County,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Georgia, 
for  90  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Georgia  Marble  Company,  3460  Cumber¬ 
land  Parkway  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30339. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Clifford  W. 
White,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  Room  1616,  2121  Building, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  139788  TA,  filed  May  10,  1974. 
Applicant:  CHARLES  J.  METTLER  AND 
ROSEMARY  J.  METTLER,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  METTLER  TRUCKING,  4110 
Milton  Avenue  East,  Tacoma,  Wash. 
98424.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  H.  Grady,  603  Norton  Building, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Doors,  for  the  account  of  Nu- 
Door,  Inc.,  from  Lacey,  Wash.,  to  Port¬ 
land,  Beaverton,  Harrisburg,  Oregon, 


and  Sacramento,  Calif.,  and  (2)  particle 
board,  from  Medford,  Oreg.,  to  Lacey, 
Wash.,  for  the  account  of  Nu-Door,  Inc., 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Nu-Door,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3532,  Lacey, 
Wash.  98503.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  L. 
D.  Boone,  Transportation  Specialist,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  6049  Federal  Office  Bldg., 
Seattle,  Wash.  98104. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12036  Filed  5-23-74; 8  : 45  am] 


[Notice  No.  515] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

May  21, 1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  Interested. 
No  amendments  will  be  entertained 
after  May  24, 1974. 

MC— F-11957,  Gateway  Transportation  Co., 
Inc. — Purchase  (portion) — Courtesy  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  MC  80430  Sub  149,  Gateway 
Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned 
June  10,  1974,  at  Chicago,  HI.,  wUl  be  held 
at  the  LaSalle  Hotel,  10  North  LaSalle 
Street. 

MC— 28573  Sub  84,  Burlington  Northern, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  June  3,  1974,  at  Helena, 
Mont.,  is  postponed  to  September  23, 
1974  (2  weeks)  in  Room  324,  U.S.  Post  Of¬ 
fice  &  Federal  Bldg.,  Pork  &  6th  Street, 
Helena,  Mont. 

MC  116073  Subs  31,  35.  and  85,  Barrett  Mo¬ 
bil  Home  Transport,  Inc.,  now  assigned 
June  24,  1974,  at  Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  is  can¬ 
celled  and  reassigned  to  June  24,  1974,  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Washing  ton.  D.C. 

MC-8948  Sub  104,  Western  Gillette,  Inc.,  is 
continued  to  July  8,  1974  (  2  weeks) ,  at 
the  Fairmont  Hotel,  123  Baronue  Street, 
University  Place,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
July  22,  1974  (1  week)  at  Marriott  Hotel, 
2101  Stemmons  Freeway,  Dallas,  Texas. 

MC  120981  Sub  16,  Bestway  Express,  Inc., 
continued  to  June  25,  1974  (4  days) ,  in  the 
GSA  Conference  Room  105,  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals,  600  Camp  St.,  New  Orleans,  La. 
MC  35890  Sub-41,  Blodgett  Furniture  Service, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  June  17,  1974,  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  will  be  held  in  Room  1614,  Court 
of  Claims,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg., 
219  S.  Dearborn  Street. 

No.  35641,  The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Rail¬ 
way  Co.,  V.  Atlantic  and  East  Carolina 
Railway  Company,  et  al.,  now  assigned 
July  9,  1974,  is  postponed  to  July  16,  1974, 
at  the  offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  68860  Sub  17,  Russell  Transfer,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  hearing  July  9,  1974,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  74-12035  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 
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[Notice  No.  87] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Synapses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b) ,  206(a)  ,211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR 
Part  1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application^Cexcept  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the 
application.  As  provided  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Special  Rules  of  Practice  any 
interested  person  may  file  a  petition 
seeking  reconsideration  of  the  following 
numbered  proceedings  on  or  before 
June  13,  1974.  Pursuant  to  Section  17(8) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  such  a  petition  will  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  the  order  in  that  pro¬ 
ceeding  pending  its  disposition.  The 
matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners  must 
be  specified  in  their  petitions  with 
particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-75087.  By  order  of  May  17, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Peck’s  Moving  &  Storage 
Co.,  Inc.,  1719  North  8th  Street,  Paducah, 
Ky.  42001,  of  Certificate  No.  MC-92275 
issued  September  1,  1972,  to  J.  J.  Carter 
&  Son  Moving  &  Storage  of  Indiana,  Inc., 
Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  household  goods  be¬ 
tween  Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio, 
Missouri,  Georgia,  Pennsylvania,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Illinois,  and  Tennessee. 

No.  MC-FC-75098.  By  order  entered 
May  20,  1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  David  R.  Bum- 
gardner,  doing  business  as  Bumgardner’s 
Delivery  Service,  Dawson,  HI.,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  set  forth  in  Certificate 
No.  MC-127435,  issued  December  8,  1965, 
to  Harry  S.  Green,  doing  business  as 
Harry  Green  Delivery  Service,  Spring- 
field,  HI.,  authorizing  the  transportation 
of  films  and  associated  articles,  news¬ 
papers,  magazines,  and  cigars,  over  speci¬ 
fied  routes,  between  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
points  in  Illinois;  and  films  and  associ¬ 
ated  articles,  newspapers,  and  magazines, 
between  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Manito,  HI. 
Dwight  H.  O’Keefe  m,  425  East  Monroe 
St.,  Suite  201,  Springfield,  HI.  62701,  at¬ 
torney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12034  Filed  5-23-74;8:46  am] 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

May  21,  1974. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  ap¬ 


plication  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than  those 
sought  to  be  established  at  more  distant 
points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on 
or  before  June  10,  1974. 

FSA  No.  42836 — Joint  Water-Rail  Con¬ 
tainer  Rates — Sea-Land  Service,  Inc. 
Filed  by  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.  (No.  80) , 
for  itself  and  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  military  household  goods  and 
personal  effects,  from  Japan  and  Korea, 
to  rail  carriers’  terminals  on  the  U.S.  At¬ 
lantic  and  Gulf  Seaboard. 

Grounds  for  relief — Water  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.,  tariff 
216, 1.C.C.  No.  82,  FMC  No.  87.  Rates  are 
published  to  become  effective  on  June  15, 
1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12033  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

May  23,  1974. 

The  following  publications  (except  as 
otherwise  specifically  noted,  each  appli¬ 
cant  (on  applications  filed  after  March 
27, 1972)  states  that  there  will  be  no  sig¬ 
nificant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application)  are  governed 
by  the  new  special  rule  1100.247  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
December  3, 1963,  which  became  effective 
January  1,  1964. 

The  publications  hereinafter  set  forth 
reflect  the  scope  of  the  applications  as 
filed  by  applicant,  and  may  include  de¬ 
scriptions,  restrictions,  or  limitations 
which  are  not  in  a  form  acceptable  to 
the  Commission.  Authority  which  ulti¬ 
mately  may  be  granted  as  a  result  of  the 
applications  here  noticed  will  not  neces¬ 
sarily  reflect  the  phraseology  set  forth  in 
the  application  as  filed,  but  also  will 
eliminate  any  restrictions  which  are  not 
acceptable  by  the  Commission. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC-F-11680.  (Supplemental) 
(American  Courier  Corporation-Merger- 
Independent  Delivery  Inc.,  Oklahoma 
Arnold  Car,  Inc.,  Securities  Transport 
Company,  Inc.,  and — Purchase — Colo¬ 
rado  Cortage  Company,  Inc.),  published 
in  the  October  18,  1972,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  page  22026.  This  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  related  to  No.  MC-F-11658, 
Purolator  Security  Inc. — Control  and 
Merger.  This  supplemental  notice  reflects 
the  authority  granted  in  the  order  of  the 
Commission,  Division  3,  acting  as  an 
Appellate  Division,  served  May  15,  1974. 
The  Commission,  in  the  order,  authorized 
those  interstate  operating  rights  of  Pro¬ 
tective  Motor  Service  Company,  Inc.,  to 
be  merged  into  Purolator  Courior  Corp. 


(formerly  American  Courier  Corpora¬ 
tion)  which  are  described  in  certificates 
No.  MC-133698  (Sub-No.  2)  and  permits 
No.  MC-111103  (Sub-Nos.  20  and  22)  and 
read  as  follows: 

MC  133698,  Sub  2. — Over  Irregular 
Routes:  Exposed  and  processed  film  and 
prints,  complimentary  replacement  film, 
incidental  dealer  handling  supplies,  and 
advertising  literature  moving  therewith 
(except  motion  picture  film  used  pri¬ 
marily  for  commercial  theatre  and  tele¬ 
vision  exhibition) .  Between  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Bedford,  Berks,  Blair,  Bucks, 
Cambria,  Carbon,  Centre,  Clearfield 
Clinton,  Dauphin,  Huntingdon,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Lebanon,  Lehigh,  Luzerne,  Ly¬ 
coming,  Mifflin,  Monroe,  Montgomery, 
Northampton,  Synder,  and  Union  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa. 

RESTRICTION:  The  authority 

granted  herein  shall  be  subject  to  the 
right  of  the  Commission,  which  is  hereby 
expressly  reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions,  or  limitations  in  the  future,  as 
it  may  find  necessary  in  order  to  insure 
that  carrier’s  operations  shall  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  Section  210  of  the  Act. 

MC  111103,  Sub  20. — Checks,  coupons, 
and  all  types  of  bank  papers  and  bank 
records,  between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  New  Jersey,  (except  points  in  Bergen, 
Essex,  Hudson,  Morris,  Passaic  and 
Union  Counties)  and  Delaware,  within  75 
miles  of  City  Hall,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
limited  to  service  to  be  performed  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts  with 
banks  or  banking  institutions. 

MC  111103,  Sub  22. — Commercial 
papers,  documents,  written  instruments 
and  business  records  of  banks  and  bank¬ 
ing  institutions  (except  currency  and 
negotiable  securities)  as  are  used  in  the 
business  of  banks  and  banking  institu¬ 
tions,  between  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Baltimore, 
Md. 

RESTRICTION:  The  operations  au¬ 
thorized  herein  are  limited  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts  with 
persons  as  defined  in  section  203(a)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  who  are 
engaged  in  the  business  as  banks  or 
banking  institutions. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-12032  Filed  5-23-74:8:45  am] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Rule  19;  Exemption 
No.  71] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

It  appearing,  that  because  of  abnormal 
operating  conditions,  the  Penn  Central 
Transportation  Company,  George  P. 
Baker,  Robert  W.  Blanchette,  and  Rich¬ 
ard  C.  Bond,  Trustees,  Is  unable  to  per¬ 
form  regular  switching  at  the  plant  of 
the  Dayton  Tire  and  Rubber  Company, 
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Dayton,  Ohio;  that  there  are  numerous 
freight  cars  available  in  that  plant  for 
reloading;  and  there  is  urgent  need  to 
utilize  these  cars  for  certain  shipments 
from  that  plant. 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  the  Penn  Central  Transporta¬ 
tion  Company,  George  P.  Baker,  Robert 
W.  Blanchette,  and  Richard  C.  Bond, 
trustees,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  authorized 
to  accept  from  Dayton  Tire  and  Rubber 
Company,  Dayton,  Ohio,  shipping  in¬ 
structions  for  the  movement  of  cars  ap¬ 
propriated  from  inbound  loads,  without 
regard  to  the  requirements  of  Car  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  1  and  2.  (See  Exception) 

Exception.  This  exemption  shall  not 
apply  to  cars  subject  to  Service  Orders 
1043  (Fifth  Revised),  1145  (Revised), 
1171,  1173  (Revised),  or  1174  (Second 
Revised) . 


Effective:  May  3, 1974. 

Expires:  May  31, 1974. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  3, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74-12031  Filed  5-23-74;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  37] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-10623,  appearing  at 
page  16383  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday, 
May  8,  1974,  the  number  in  the  first  line 
of  the  application  that  begins  In  the 
second  column  of  page  16388  now  read¬ 
ing  ‘‘No.  MC  123005”  should  read:  “No. 
MC  123004”. 
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